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Mr, CURTIS. T undersiand the Senator from Towa does not
ask for the consideration of the report, but it is simply the
presentation of a privileged report. That can be done at any
time,

Mr,
fact

Mr, ROBINSON, There is no request for the consideratlon
of the report?

Mr, CUMMINS. Not at all.
considered before it is adopted by the House.
be acted upon there.

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr, President, I take it there is
nothing further to do, and under the unanimous-consent agree-
ment——

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Will the Senator from Wash-
ington yield for the presentation of a couple of reports from
the Finance Committee?

Mr., JONES of Washington. I understand the Sepator from
Arkansas objects to the presentation of reports or bills, or any-
thing of that kind. "I myself have no objection.

Mr. FLETCHER. That can be done to-morrow morning.

Mr, JONES of Washington, I have no objection myself.

Mr, NORRIS. I wlill object unless the same privilege is ac-
corded to me to make a report,

Mr. ROBINSON. Having objected earlier to-day and an-
nounced repeatedly that unanimous consent would not be
granted, and having effected an arrangement to take up this
character of business during the morning hour on to-morrow,
in good faith I do not think Senators should present any re-
quests, and I shall object. If it is necessary to stand here and
object over and over, I shall be compelled to do so. I do not
want to discriminate between Senators,

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request
of the Senator from New Mexico.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I ask unanimous
consent to present and have inserted in the ReEcorp some pe-
titions which I have received, They are not bills or reports of
committees, but merely petitions, and I merely want to get
something printed in the Recorp which, it seems to me, is a
matter of public interest.

Mr. ROBINSON. I think the practice has been fo permit
mitters to be printed in the Recorp, and I shall not make an
objection to the request.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
be printed in the REcorp.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I would just like to define in a
very brief way what I would like to have put into the REcorp.
We all have been familiar with the occurrences regarding the
strike of last August, and I have received petitions from the
State of New Mexico signed by probably a thousand people,

ADJOUBRNMENT.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the unanimous-consent
agreement, the hour of 6 o'clock having arrived, the Chair de-
clares the Senate stands adjourned until 11 o'clock to-morrow.

Thereupon (at 6 o'clock p. m.) the Senate, in accordance with
the unanimous-consent agreement, adjourned until to-morrow,
Saturday, Febroary 24, 1923, at 11 o'clock a. m.

HARRISON. I was merely calling attention to the

In faet, the report can not be
It must first

Without objection, the matter will

CONTIRMATIONS.
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 23
(legislative day of February 19), 1923.
CoasT anND GEODETIC SURVEY,
James Francis Downey, Jr.,, to be ald (with relative rank of

ensign in the Navy).
POSTMASTERS.

MISSOURL
David W. Puthuff, Bollvar.
Fverett Drysdale, Butler.
George L. Pemberton, Charleston,
John R. BEdwards, Dawn®

MONTANA,
Roy W. Broman, Ismay.
Joseph Brooks, Livingston.
Clyde C. Richey, Richey.

OHIO.

Charles F. Decker, Vermilion.

OKLAHOMA,
Elmer D. Rook, Sayre,

LXIY:
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PENNSYLVANIA,
Whitfield Pritchard, Bangor.

SOUTH CAROLINA.
Benjamin F. Foreman, Allendale.

UTAH.

John . Hunter, Helper,

WEST VIRGINTA.
Fred A. Smith, Northfork.

WISCONSIN.

Henry J. 8. Hanson, Bayfield.
George O. Dobbs, Conover.
Frederick N. Lochemes, St. Franeis.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Frivay, February 23, 1923.

The House met at 12 o’clock noon and was called to order by
Mr, Camppern of Kansas as Speaker pro tempore.

The Chaplain, Rev, James Shera Montgomery, D, D., offered
the following prayer:

Our Lord and our God, apart from Thee life iz a weary
search. All our deficiencies are met in Thee, for Thou art our
wisdom, our righteousness, and our redemption. Congcious of
our dependence, O may a childlike humility clothe us as with
& garment. This is the way by which comes the great inflow
of Thy cleansing love. So inspire us that we shall be the lovers
of Thy word, the interpreters of Thy truth, and the messen-
gers of Thy wisdom. Guard Thou our lips, keep Thou our
hearts, and bless us with Thy abiding peace as we travel on
our homeward way. In the holy name of Jesus we pray,
Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS,

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Speaker—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does thae
gentleman from Delaware rise?

Mr, LAYTON. I rise for the purpose of asking unanimous
consent to have printed in the back part of the Recorp a speech
I have prepared on the subject of bureaucracy, the same to ba
printed in S-point type.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Delaware
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD
on bureaucracy. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

DISCHARGE OF A COMMITTEE.

Mr. ROUSH. Mr. Speaker

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
gentleman rise?

Mr. ROUSE. Mr. Speaker, I move to discharge the Commit-
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads from the further considera-
tion of House Resolution 402, a copy of which I will send to the
Olerk’s desk.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, that motion is not in order,

Mr. ROUSE. It is a privileged motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon what question of priv-
llege does the gentleman from Kentucky call the resolution up?

Mr. ROUSE. It asks information from the Postmaster Gen-
eral relative to the filling of vacancies in post offices.

Mr, MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my point of order,
It is, I think, a privileged resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky
moves to discharge the committee from the consideration of the
resolution, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk began the reading of the resolution.

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr, Speaker, I wish to reserve a point of

For what purpose does the

order, I have not heard it to see whether it is privileged or
not.
Mr. BLANTON. I make the point of order that the reserva«

tion comes too late.
The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will read.
Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. It has not been read yet, and tha
gentleman can not make the point of order until it i3 reported.
The Clerk read as follows:
House Resolution 492,

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be, .
o (ilnlma? ‘r]:& 1{01:3"-' n‘,’f Representapi::s——l—)e AR ety Mtvesed
the post offices in which a vacancy In the postmastershi
thereof has occurred since Ma{ 10, 1921, for vghlch no cgrtmed (ellglblg
or list of eligibles for appointment as regular postmaster therein, ob-
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tained at the time the vacancy arose; of the name of each such office, the
date on which the vacancy arose, the date of the request of the Clvil
Bervice Commission for a certified eligible or list of el for regular
appointment thereto, the date of the receipt from the Civil Bervice Com-
mission of a certified eligible or list of eligibles therefor, and the date on
which agfolnﬂnent of a regular ster was made ;

(2) the post offices in which a vacancy in the postmastership
thereof has occurred since May 10, 1921, for which a certified eligible
or list of eligibleg for appointment as re pos therein obtained
at the time the vacancy arose ; of the name of each such office, the date
on which the vacancy arose, and the date on which appointment of a
regular ?ostmaster therefor was made; and

{3) Of the appointments of temporary postmasters since May 10, 1921,
if any, of the offices for which such tenqzmrm"y1 appointments were made,
of the date on which the vacancies arose, of the date on which such tem-
'porary appointments were made, and of the date on which the appoint-
ment of a regular postmaster was made.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the information asked for is
not important. I move to lay the resolution to discharge the
committee on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The guestion is en the motion
of the gentleman from Wyoming.

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an-
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it.

Mr. ROUSE and Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Division, Mr.
Speaker.

The House again divided ; and there were—ayes 111, noes 33.

Mr. ROUSE. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote because there
is no quorum present and make the point there is no quornm

present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evidently there is no guerum
present. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at
Arms will bring in absent Members, and the Clerk will call the
roll

C[:he question was taken; and there were—yeas 216, nays 101,
not voting 110, as foellows:

YEAS 216,
Ackerman Evans Kopp Reed, W. Va.
Anderson Fairchild Kraus Ricketts
Andrew, Mass, Fairfield Langley Riddick
Andrews, Nebr. Faust Larson, Minn. Roach
Ap{teb: Fenn Lawrence Robertson
Atkeson Fess Layton Robslon
Barbour Fish Rogers
Beck Fordney Lehlbach Ba Ind.
Begil Foster Little Scott, Tenn.
Benham Frear Shel
Bixler Free Luce Shreve
Blakeney French Luhring Sineclair
Bland, Ind. Frothingham McArthur Sinnott
Fuller MeFadden Bmith, Idaho
Brooks, Pa. McKenzie Snyder
Brown, Tenn Gahn McLaughlin, Mich. Speaks
Browne, Wis Gensman MecLaughlin, Nebr. Spronl
ick McPherson Stafford
Burtness Gifford Ma r B
Burton Glynn Mac erty Strong, Kans,
Butler koonts Madden Strong, Pa.
Cable raham, I11. Magee Summers, Wash.
Campbell, Kans. Green, lowa oney Bweet
Campbell, Pa. reene, Mass., Mapes Bwing
Cannon Greene, Vt. Merritt Taylor, N. J.
Chalmers Griest Michener Taylor, Tenn.
Chandler, Okla. dley Miller ple
Chindblom Eudly, Colo, Mondell Thempson
Christop wley Moere, Ohio Therpe
Clague Hays Moores, Ind. Tilson
Clarke, N. Y. Henry Mor Timberlake
Clouse Herrick Murp Tincher
Cole, Towa Hersey Nelson, Me, Tinkham
Cole, Ohig Hickey Nelson, A. P, T
Colton icks Nelson, J. M. TUnderhill
Cooper, Ohio Hill Newten, Minn, Vaile
gon r, Wis. Eu:fs §mttnn, Mo. ¥’“1§t'l
op o orton o
Comﬁh Hogan Ogden Volstead
Crago Hukriede Olpp alters
Cramton Hull Paige Ward, N. ¥
Dallinger Humphrey, Nebr, Parker, N. J. ason
PDarrow Husted Parker, N. Y. Webster
Davis, Minn, Ireland Patterson, Mo, White, Kans.
Dempsey James Paul Williams, Til,
Denison Johnson, 8. Dak. Perkins Williamson
Dickinson Kearns Perlman low
Dowell Kelly, Pa. Porter Wood, Ind.
Dunbar Kendall Purnell Wood
Dunn Ketcham Radcliffe Woodyard
Echols Kirkpatrick Ramseyer Wurzbach
Edmonds Kissel Ransley Wyant
| Elliott Kline, N. Y. Reece Yates
Ellis Kline, Pa. Reed, N, Y. Young
NAYS—101.
Abernethy Byrns, Tenn, Favrot Huddleston
|Almon Cantrill Fields Hudspeth
Aswell Clark, Fla. Fisher Humphreys, Miss,
,Bankhead Cockran Fulmer Jacoway
Bell Colller Gallivan Jeffers, Ala.
| Black Connally, Tex. Garrett, Tenn.  Johnson, Ky
| Bland, Va. Crisp ~ . Jones, Tex.
Blanton Cullen Gilbert Kincheloe
Bowling Davlis, Tenn. Goldsbo
I Box Deal Griffin Lankford
g:innd gnughtnn l’l’merT Larsen, Ga.
EES TEWTY Hardy, Tex.
Buchanan Driver Hayden Lea, Callf,
Bulwinkle Dupré Hooker Lee, Ga.

Linthicum Oldfield Sandlin Turasr
Oliver Sears Tyson
Londen Parks, Ark, Risson Upshaw
Lowrey Pou Steagall Vinson
Lyon uin Stedman Weaver
MeClintie ainey, I1L Stevenson Wilson
Me o aker Sumners, Tex. Wingo
MeSwain Rankin Swank Wise
Mansfield Rayburn ague Wright
Mead Rouse Taylor, Colo.
Montague Sabath Ten Eyck
or Banders, Tex Tillman
NOT VOTING—110,
Ansorge Focht Iee,N. Y. Ryan
Anthony Freeman Lineberger Sanders, N, Y.
Arentz Garner Lk(.‘orm‘itk Schall
Bacharach Gorman McLaughlin, Pa. Scott, Mich,
Barkley Gonld Martin Bhaw
Graham, Pa, Michaelson Siegel
Bird Haugen Mills Slem
Bond Hawes Moare, 111, Smitﬂ, Mich,
Bowers Huck Moore, Va. Smithwick
Brennan Hutchinson Morin Spell
Britten Jefferis, Nebr, Mott Steenerson
Brooks, I11 Johnson, Miss. Mudd Btiness
Burke Johnson, Wash, Nolan Stoil
Byrnes, 8. C. Jones, Pa, Brien Bullivan
Carew Eahn Overstreet Taylor, Ark.
Carter . eller Park, Ga. Thomas
Ch ,N.Y. Kelley, Mich, Patterson, N. J. Treadway
Cl Kennedy Petersen Tue
Codd Kiess Pringey Volk
Collins Kindred Rainey, Ala Ward, N. C.
Connolly, Pa. Kin, ber Watson
Crewther Kitehin Rhodes Wheeler
Curry Ueczka Riordan White, Me,
Dale Knight odenberg Williams,
Dominick Koutson Rose Woods, Va.
Drane Kreider Rosenbloom Zihlman
Dyer Kunz Rossdale
gerald Lampert Rucker

8o the motion was agreed to.

The Clerk announced the following pairs:

On the vote:

Mr. Grahamr of Pennsylvania
(against).

Mr. Morin (for) with Mr. Tucker (against).

Mr. Snell (for) with Mr. Garner (against).

Mr. Curry (for) with Mr. Woods of Virginia (against).

Mr. Rhodes (for) with Mr. Carter (against).

Mr. Beedy (for) with Mr. O’'Brien (against),

Mr. Kiess (for) with Mr. Riordan (against).

Mr. Crowther (for) with Mr. Williams of Texas (against).

Mpr. Dale (for) with Mr. Byrnes of South Carelina (agalnst).

Mr. Lampert (for) with Mr. Hawes (against).

Mr. Stiness (for) with Mr. Smithwick (against).

Mr. Watson (for) with Mr. Thomas (against).

Mr. Freeman (for) with Mr. Ward of North Carolina
(against).

Mr, Anthony (for) with Mr. Carew (against).

Mr. Keller (for) with Mr. Martin (against).

Mr. Fitzgerald (for) with Mr. Park of Georgia (against).

Mr. Mudd (for) with Mr. Drane (against).

Mr. Treadway (for) with Mr. Collins (against).

Mr. Scott of Michigan (for) with Mr. Kunz (against).

Mr. Connolly of Pennsylvania (for) with Mr. Dominick

against). :

Mr. Bacharach (for) with Mr. Kindred (against).

Mr. Shaw (for) with Mr. Sullivan (against).

Mr. King (for) with Mr. Kitchin (against).

Mr. Patterson of New Jersey (for) with Mr. Moore of Vir-
ginia (agalnst). pre
; Mr’. W)hlte of Maine (for) with Mr. Johnson of Missiséippl
against). a* L T
Mr. Lineberger (for) with Mr. Overstreet (against). 4
Mr. Rosenbloom (for) with Mr. Rucker (against).
Mr. Michaelson (for) with Mr. Sisson (against).

Mr. Kahn (for) with Mr. Taylor of Arkansas (against).

Mr. Moore of Illinois (for) with Mr. Rainey of Alabama

(against).
(against).
rded.

(for) with Mr. Barkley

(

Mr. Johnson of Washington (for) with Mr. Stoll

The result of the vote was announeed as above reco

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum is present. The
Doorkeeper will open the doors.

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speakdt, I present a privileged
resolution of inguiry.

PENSIONS.

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, I ec¢all up the bill (H. R.
14288), a private pension bill, in order under the rules for
to-day, and I ask unanimous consent——

. ’.I.‘he1 SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill

y title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 14288) grantin );::nsions and increase of pensions
to certain poldiers and sailors of the Civili War and certain widows
and dependent children of soldiers and sallors of said war.
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Mr. FULLER, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill may be considered in the House as in the Committee
of the Whole House.

Mr, STEENERSON.
the highest privilege.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois

ks unanimous consent to consider this bill in the House as
n Committee of the Whole House. The Chalr will state to
the gentleman from Minnesota that this bill is in order and
comes up, as to-day is set apart for the consideration of that
class of legislation.

Mr, STEENERSON. I made my request for conslderation of
this resolution at the same time Mr. RousE made his. Why
ghould one resolution of inquiry be preferred over another?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is one of recog-
nition. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Minne-
Bota later. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con-
sent that the bill just reported be considered in the House as
in the Committee of the Whole House. Is there objection?

Mr. GARRETT of Tenuessee. It is a privileged bill?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes. The Chair hears no ob-
jection and the Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacled, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the peunsion roll, sub-
fect to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws—

The name of Rodia A, Dunifer, widow of Edward R. Duuifer, late
of Company H, Seventy-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Margaret L. Fardetie, widow of Joseph Fardette, alias
Willlam Taylor, late of Company E, First Regiment Pennsylvania Rifles,
and pay her n pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Elma L. Holton, widow of Charles C. Holton, allas
Charles W. Hlil:.'l'rlﬁ, latﬁte I%Bduman. U&{ted States Navy, and pay her

nth,
5 L;Ill;.‘!.:: net o'l' i;:;e It(’. .‘lxog?rw’:]:'l?)w of Willlam H. Nixon, late deck-
hand, Unlted rst%es ram O:rrel.en of the West, and pay her a pension
nth,
lt'ltll:ee r:at::: o? Mﬁ;n?g B. Blunt, former widow of Washington
Bird, late of Company [, One hundred and seventy-eighth Regiment
Ohio Volgnteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of £30
per month.

Mr, Speaker, I rise to a question of

The name of Delilah J. Sprinkle, widow of Michael J. Sprinkle, late
of Company A, Second Regiment, and Comrmndy C, Thi Regiment,
North Carolina Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay her a pension at

he rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she is now receiving.

. Thetn.am: of Mary Reynolds, widow of Edward W. Reynolds, late
of Company D, Slzr{h Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a penslon at the rate of $30 per month. 3

{'he name of Katharine Thomrson widow of Peter Thompson, late
of Company M, First Regiment 1 linois Volunteer Cavalry (also known
as Company A, Sixteenth Regiment Illinols Volunteer Cavalry, and
Captain Thielman’s company, First Regiment Illinols Volunteer Cav-
alry), and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

','f'he name of Mary J. Tosh, widow of William M. Tosh, late of
Company (, Fifth Regiment Missouri Volunteer State Militla Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name oF Sallie B. Stoll, widow of Jerome Stoll, late of Com-
pany F, Twenty-fourth Reglment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Leona Stealey, widow of Jacob Stealey, late of Com-
pany E, Tenth Regiment est Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the ratekor $30 per month,

'.!L'he name of Eliza H. Lockwood, widow of Ebenezer Lockwood, late
of Company D, Fourth Re ent Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 ger month,

E‘ha name of Minerva Douglas, widow of William Douglas, late of

G, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volun-
teer llilt',;ntry. and pux her n penslon at the rate of §30 d)et month,

The name of Mary A. Guy, former widow of Willlam H. , late of
Company F. Fourteenth Regiment Illinols Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month through duly appointed
guardian.

The name of Jane Platner, widow of Albert A. Platner, late of
Company A, Forty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay. her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

i‘h‘a name of Ruth V. Hutchens, widow of Joseph Harris, late of
Company H, Fifty-third Regiment Eentucky Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Martha A, Thompson, widow of Justin G. Thompson,
Iate of Seventy-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
ay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in llen of that she is
ow recelving.

The name of Lavina H., Etnire, widow of Daniel Etnire, late of Com-

any F, Seventy-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
ﬁer a pengion at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Ella Knowlton, widow of Benjamin Knowlton, late of
Company F, Eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The pame of Bertha Mann, widow of Ervin F. Mann, late of Com-
fnnles E and A, Third Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Heavy Artil-

ary, and paiv her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Carrie M, Alllson, widow of Leander J. Allison, late of
Company F, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Mounted Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the of $30 per month.

The name of Martha White, widow of Menly White, late of Com-
-panies K and G, Bixty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry,
anid pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Catharine Crawford. widow of Lewis 8. Crawford, late
of Company F, One hundred and thirty-sixth Reglment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and Faﬂ: her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Frances E. Griffin. widow of James P. Griffin, late of
Company K Third Regiment. and Company H, Fourth Regiment, Ten-
pessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30
per month,

Compa

The name of Mary Spencer, widow of Samuel R. Spencer, late of
Company A, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $380 per month.

The name of Jennie Boyd, widow of Willlam Boyd, late of Company
G, One hundred and sixty-fourth R?glment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Margaret Blackman, widow of John W, Blackman, late
of Company I, Third Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
& pension at the rate of $30 per month.
he name of Lida O'Neal, widow of Willlam O'Neal, late of Com-
pany B, Fifty-fitth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Imfantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Carrle Tissue, widow of Newton Tissue, late of Com-
any K, Bleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay
er a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Martha E. Butler, widow of Norton Butler, late of
Company B, Twenty-third Rczimegt Missourl Volunteer Infantry, and
pa{‘ er a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Urzula Levisee, widow of Oren Levisee, late of Com-
gany D, Seventy-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
. :cro !’ir lgznslon at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now

The name of Lula Reeder. widow of Elias Reeder, late of Company D,
Seventy-ninth Reglment Ohio Volunteer Infant , and pay herp: {wn:
sion at the rate of tgso per month in lieu of h:f she is now recelying:
Provided, That in the event of the death of Warren C. Reeder, helpless
and dependent son of Lula and Ellas Reeder, the additionaf pension
herein granted shall cease and determine: An provided further, That
in the event of the death of Lula Reeder, the name of sald Warren (.,
Reeder shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of 8§20 l:er month from
:.gd il;ttt:&- the giate of death of saild Lula Reeder, paid through duly

guardian,

he name of E‘utharlne Boardman, widow St Samuel H., Boardman,
late of Company C, Tw&nl{-nlnth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she

15 now receiving.
The name of Mary C. Cole, widow of Ira B, Cole, late of Company I,
ment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry,

One humdred and seventy-fourth Re
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In lieu of that she
Is now receiving. '

The name of Susan Brunaugh, widow of Willlam M. Brunaugh, lat
of Company A, Thirty-fourth Reglment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, an
ps,.yt‘ her a pension at the rate of £30 per month.

he name of Amelia 8. Beott, widow of Willilam N. Scott, late of
Company D, One hundred and twenty-ninth Reglment Pennsylvania
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month
in lieu of that she Is now recelying.

The name of Mary E. Blanchard, widow of Asa Blanchard, late of
Company F, Thirty-ninth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in llen of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Barsha Story, widow of Oliver Story, late of Company
I, Elghth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pen-
sion at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Millie Rex, widow of Martin L. Rex, late of Company I,
Twenty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, antr Com-
pany I, Third Reglment Pennsylvania Volunteer Provisional Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary J. Robinette, widow of Jasper C. Roblnette, ali
Jasper Robineite, late of Company D, Second Regiment Marylan
\olut:l;teer Infantry, and pay her & penslon at the rate of 833 per
month.

The name of Melissa J. Thompson, widow of Rankin Thom son, late
of Company D, One hundred and seventy-second Regiment Oh)io Yolun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
lleu of that she is now receiving,

The name of Mary H. Pennypacker, widow of Jacob Pennypacker,
late of Company C, One hundred and seventy-ninth Reglment Pennsyl-
vania \'?]iuteer Infantry, and pay her a penslon at the rate of $30
per month.

The name of Nathan E. Hopkins, late landsman and ordinary seaman,
United Btates Navy, and Company C, Twelfth Reg'lmcgt New Ham
shire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $350
per month.

The name of Eugene 8. Nash, late of Company C, Becond Regiment
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and Captain Peale’s Company F,
Thirteenth Regimen: Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $50 per month.

The name of Mattie Dunn, widow of Willlam W. Dunn, late of Com-
pany A, Sixth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Ruth E. Vann, widow of James G. Vann, late of Com-
pany K, Sixth Reglment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of SBamira E. Cooprider, widow of Wesley Coo?rlder. late
of Company G, Fifty-ninth Regimenf Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Lizzie E. Miller, widow of George A. iller, late of
Company A, Twenty-eecond Regiment Malne Volunteer Infantry, and
pa{‘ her a pension at the rate of $30 ¥er month,

he name of Joseph D, Emerson, late of Company I, First Regiment
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and Company K, Seventeenth Regiment
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of

£50 per month.

The mame of Mary A. Harper, former widow of Alfred Lanstrum,
late of Company B, Fifty-nin ke%lment Illinpis Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a ensfon af the rate o $30 per month.

The name of Susan V. Payne, widow of Samuel J. Payne, late of
Company B, Fift{-ﬂm Regiment Illinols Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Lizzie Leasure, widow of John Leasure, late of Company
H, One hundred and sixty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Drafted
Milltia Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month
in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Anna R. Twaddle, widow of William Twaddle, late of
Company F, Thirty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
Twenty-sixth Battery Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Addie Sour, widow of Urlas Sour, late of Comgany K,
Fifty-third Regiment, and Company P, Fifty-fifth Regiment, Ohio Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,
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The name of Mary K. Tonhy, former widow of Owen Coburn, late of

Company A, Twentieth Regiment lowa Volunteer Infantry, and

Ber a pension at the rale of $30 gler month.
The name of Charles F. Kuntz, helpless and dent son of Robert

D. Kuntz, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In-

fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate ¢f $20 per month, througi

du;?happointed ardian,

e name of Liberty E. Frank, helpleas and dent daughter of
David R. Frank, late of Company D rty-seven ment 1=
vania Volunteer Infantry, and &]}’ her a pension at the rate of $20 |
per month, thro duly appoin guardian.

The pame of liam Delow. hnl&lm and de
Charles Delow, late of Company K, Righth Regiment New York Volun-
tenﬂl;teavy Artillery, and pay bim a pension at the rate of $20 per
month,

The name of Midian Mercer, late of Cmm:;l’ C, Seventh Regiment
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate

of $50 per month.
The name of Joseph Ham, late of Com ¥ A, Twenty-second Regl-
ompal:& D, One hundmglmand'

I\;':_:el'.u‘.hrm: son of

ment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and
ninety-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer niry, and pay a
pension at the rate of $50 per month.

The name of Edward Powell, late of Company F, Ninety-eighth -
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer in.txntry, and pay blm a pens at
rate of $50 per montlr

The name of Julin M. Fletcher, widow of Henry W. Fletcher, late:
of Company B, Ninth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of per month.

The name of Saral A, Wellman, widew of Richard N. Wellman, late

of Company F, Fiftieth Regiment I Volunteer Infantry, and
fmx lier :ce?enslun at the rate of $50 per month in lleun of that she
8 now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of John
TWellman, helpless and dependent son of said Richard N. Wellman, the
additional pemsion herein granted shall cease and determine: Provided
further, That in the event of the death of Sarah A. Wellman, the
name of said John Wellman shall be placed on the nToll, subject
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at' the rate of
$20 per month from and after the date of death of gald Sarah A, Well-
man, threugh duly appointed guardian,

The name of Lulu Moere, widew of Perry R. Moore, late of Com-
pany C, Twentieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infaniry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of &2 per month,

The name of Jacoh up, late of Company A, First Regiment West
Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $560

Martha A, Demarls, widow eof Jacob B, Demaris, late
of Com K, Fifty-ninth Regiment Ohio Velunteer Infantry, and pay
her inipm on at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is new
receiving.

The Eame of Martha A, Piltzer, widow of Samuel J. Pitzer, alins
Bamuel E. Pipp, late of Compa.u&l. Forty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volun-
teer Infantry, and Company , Twenty-sixth Hegiment HKent
Yolunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per mo!
in lieu of that she 1s now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth Reed, widow of Samuel Reed, late of Com-
pany H, Seventieth R ent Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
rmslon nt the rate of $50 per month In Heu of that she s now receiv-

n‘.ﬂm namg of Nellle Qm‘lnﬂg; g‘ldow of David Quimlzm alias. Thomas
Stevens, late of Company G, Beventh nt M gan Volunteer
Infantry, mdtpny er a sion, at the rate of $a0 per month,
The name of Victoria M. Ray, widow of James A. Ray, late of Com-
any B, Thirty-fifth Regiment Missour] Volunteer Infantry, and pay
ger a pension at the rate of $30 Rer month. :

The name of Barah J. McCulloh, widow of George W. MeCulloh, Iate
of Company C, Eighteenth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of £30 Eer month,

'}.‘he name of Samuel E. Blades, afllicted son of Wesley Blades, late
of Company A, Second Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Heavy Ar ¥, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.
¢ name of Kate Caldwell, widow of Marshall Caldwell, late. of
Company F, Fourteenth Hegiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of §30 per month.

e name of Green, helpless and dependent daughter of Isaiah
L. Green, late of Company %!, Thirty-seventh Regiment Indiana. Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her & pension at the rate of $20. per month,

The name of Mary &. Harmon, widow of Thomas Harmon, late of
Company K, Twenty-second Reglment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay ’fm- a pension at the rate of $560 per month in lieu of that she i8
now receiving.

The name of Alice Luth, widow of Albert late of Company F,
Fiity-second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Company H,
Second Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pen-
gion at the rate of $30 per month.

h A. Insley, late of

The name of Arigeﬂne Insley, widow of
Company L, First Reglment Ohlo Vgg;r‘t,:er eavy Artlllery, and pay
%?rin, helpiess and’ dependent dan %

her a pension at the rate of $30
The name of Mary J. McLau
of Alvin MecLaughlin, late of Company One hundred and
Reglment Indiuna Volunteer Infantry, ancftegay' her a pension at the
rate of $20' per month thxo;tgh duly appoin ardian.

The na,n}e g:li Maxg}arﬁt o Mtl:ufr'dl:idw;' ?r ohn waa.ll;tg;“’ ]r:lbe of
Com| " even egiment Indiana Volunteer In an ’
her FTEgmlon at the rate of §50 per month In lieu of that she is :E)a‘;;
recelving.

The name of John D. Hadley, helpless and d dent son of John
Hadley, late of Company H, One hundred and iort -elghth Reglment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at rate of $20 per

month through duly appointed guardian.
The name of Isal fn Ww. W-llﬁms widow of John D. Williams, late
ond District umbia Voluntser In-

£ Com ent Cal 1
b o a pensiom at the rate &Ism per month in leu of

fantry, nnd’ pay her
that she is now recei i
The name of Joeeﬂntne Hoffman, helpless and dependent danghter of
Lafayette Hoffman, late of Company I, One Kundred and seventy-ninth
Heglment, and Company F, Elghteenth Re t, Ohio Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pemsion at the rate of per month in lieu of that
e is now receiving,
The name of Anna B, Best, former widow of Josiah Best, late of Com-
any H, Thirty-eighth Regiment, and Company D, One hundred and
rty-second. R ent, Ohlo Volunteer Infaniry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $§30 per month.

pay | Company F, Twenty-sixth

| _ The name of Amanda Wishard, v:h%;:g o{r ﬂ!amu.et 1 GI mrd. late of

Begi.men 0. Volunteer In » And: pay
ber a pension at the rate of $30 month, ¥ :
. _ The name of Lena Castor, widow of James Castor, late of Company
-gf.mmty-ﬂrst Regiment Ohdo Velunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension

g peme ot e Do witow/ot Toho B Dy
i empie Dyer, widow of John F, er, Iate of Compan
\ B, Twelfth B.agimeug Keotucky Volunteer Infawtry, and pay her ‘pm{'
sion at the rate of $50 per month in liew of that she is now

The name of Jennle Alexander, widow of Thomas B. Alexander, In
of Company B, Fifty-ninth Regiment Indlana Volunteer Infantry, and’
pay her a pansian at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Amos . Allbritton, helpless and depemdent son of Amos:
tAée Al(l::r‘lttfm. lntg of Company B, Fifte?nttg Regimgt ='l,{eam:n:al:ky Volan-

r Cavalry, and pay him a pension a t ;
T T o S s

@ name usan ompson, w i A, Th 1

Heutenant colonel, Fifth mnﬁ hu:songi anugmr a°m:
Cavalry, and pay her a on at the rate of $30 per month in lien

e e G Tones, late igne

name rge- .D. UNASS d, Hleventl: Re

and Company G, Fifty-first Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteer m::
and pay him a pension at the rate of ESG per month,

The name of John H. Smith, alias Henry H. Smith, Iate of Company
B, Eleventh Reglment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, asd pay him
S e Aatne of Macy i Banss wilor of Abram. Saxes;

6 name ¢ L er, widow o Tam er, late of Com
I, One hundred am{ forty-eighthk Regiment Pennsylvania Tolunteer”ll;{
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per momth in llem of"
Tne name of Catherie M idow of Ge

e name o atherine Meece, widow orge: M. Afeece, late of
Commny I, Forty-ninth ent Kentucky Volunteer- Infantry, and
pay r? sion at the rate of $50' per menth in lien of that she is
now receiving,

The name of Irene 8. Blagle, widew of David C. Slagle, late of Com-
pany C, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment, a.ndsgnmined. Con-
pany K, Ninety-first Rglment, ndiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
& peénsion at the rate 30 per month,

'he name of Anna M. Fay, widow of Andrew J. Fay, late of Company
B, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of §80 per month.

The name of Nancy A, Gerdon, widow of John Gordon, late first-class
buy.éljnlted States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month,

The name-of Minerva Lane, widow of John Lane, late of Company
One hundred and sixteenth Roefgiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, am
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

‘he name of Caroline K. Nester, widow of George Nester, late of First.
Battery, Indiana: Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Cathavine Anderson, widow of Willlam Anderson, late
of Captain Harrah's company, One hundred and first Regiment Penn-
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at. the rate of $50
per month in lien of that she is now recelving.

The name of Wilhelmina 8. Brand, widow of Spencer H. Brand, late
of Company H, One hundred and thirty-eighth Ee'g:zﬂxt Pennsylvania
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a Jensia’n at rate of $50 per
month in Heu of that slie is now recelving.

The name of nsminger, helpless and dependent daughter of
Henry C. BEnsminger, late of Comgan,y B, Bixth Reglment Indiana
Voluntear Cavalry, Company E, One hundred and thirty-third Regiment
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Company Iy One hundred fifty-
sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $20 per menth through duly appoin rdian,

The name of Elizsabeth BH. Lanam, dow of Joseph H. Lanam,
late of Company H, Ninefeenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry
and pay her a nsion at the rate of §50 per month In lew of tha£
she is now recelving.

The name of Elizabetir M. Grifiith, widew of James I. Grifith, late
of Company B, Second' Regiment Missouri Volunteer Light Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30° per month.

The name Jennie H. Moore, widow of Lyman G Moore, late of
Company B, Eleventh Regiment Ubnited States Colored Valunteer
Heavy Artlllery, and pay her a {:nainn- at the rate of $30 per month
in lien of that she is now receiv! E

The name of Naney B. Rauey, helpless and dependent dsughter of
Nehemiah' Raney, late of Company I, Ninth Regiment Kentucky Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay bher a pension at the rate of $20 per month
through duly :rpmntnd am.

The name William P. Ran {, helpless and de[gendent son of
Nehemiah Raney, late of Company Ninth Regiment Kentucky Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay him a pensfou at the rate of §20 per month
through duly appointed guardian.

The name of John M. Barrick, helpless and dependent son of Henry
Barrick, late of Company B, Fifty-fourth Regiment Illineis Volunteer
Infantry, and pay him a {pennlon at the rate of $20 per month fn lien
of that he is now receiving.

3 dfty-second Regiment Indiana Voluntoes Infentcy. sod: .
an ty-secon en ana Volunteer antry, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $50 per maonth,

'he name of Barah H. Glllespie, widow of Thomas Glllespie, Iate of
Company C, Second Regiment &ew York Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her n pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Sarah E. Stephens, widow of Zaphnath Stephens, Ia
of Company @, ~first. Regiment Missour! Volunteer Infantry, an
pay her a F:mhm at the rate of’ §40 per month in lieu of that she ia
now recelving.

The name of Amanda I. Heflleger, helpless and dependent daughter
of Rudolph Heffleger, late of Company One hundred and seventy-

" CY 1

ninth Re nt Pennsylvania Infantry, and pay her a pensiom at the
rate of $20 per month through duly appeinted ardian.
The name of Rosetta Allo widow of W m Alloway, late of

way
Company H, Fifteenth Regiment Yowa: Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a %enslon at the rate of $30 per month.
he name of Sarah BE. Knight, widow of Immer N. Knight, late of
Company I, Forty-seventh ment Jowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her nmpenslnn at the rate of $560 per month in leu of that she is now
v
The name of Nancy J. Cooper, widow of Samuel Cooper, late of
Company I, Tenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her

a pension: at the rate of §50 per month in lleu of that she is now
receiving.
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The name of Barah
late of Company I, I"ifty-fifth Regiment Kentuck
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of '$560 per month in lieu

of that she is now recelving.

The name of Sarah J. Moody, widow of Martin P. Moody, late of
Company A, Tenth Regiment Kentucky Velunteer Cawalry, and pay
her la lEr:lea:.siou at the rate of $30 per month in leu of that she is mow
recelving,

The name of Elizabeth A. Limes, window of Henry 8. Limes, late
of Company A, First R ment Ohln Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her

a g‘enslon at the rate n'r ?er

he name of Mary M. Lilley, helnless and dependent daughter of
Matthias L!llu' l.nta ot ny F, Fourteenth Regiment Pennsylvania
e'r a pena.lm at the rate of §20 per month

A, Pitzgerald, former widow of William H. Cox,
Volunteer Mounted

Volunteer Ca
through dnly appointed

The name of John Bywater, allas John Tallman, late of Company H,
Bighth Regiment Michlgan Volunteer Infantry, and mpany E
Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of per month,

The name o© Oscnr Okes, helpless and d dent son of William
Okes, late of Company F, One hundred and | eenth Regiment Indiana
Volunteer Infantry, and ny him a pension at the rate of $20 per
month through dtl y nﬁm nted guardian,

he name of Singer, widow of Francis A. Singer, late of
Company D, Smonrl Reglment Ohio Volunteer Cawalry, and pay her
a p?u;}on at the rate of $50 per month in Meu of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Luey Jane McGrayel, widow of James McGrayel, late
of Company (, Twenty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a genalon at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that
she is now rece

The name of an Laugherty, widow of Thomas J. Laugherty.
Jate of Company H, 8ixth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a p?nslon at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that
she Is now receiving throu.gh duly a 5 F.us

The name of Agatha M w of John Miller, late of Com-
pany D, One hundred and ﬂrst liegiment Indlana Volunteer Infantry,
md pay her a Og)enshn -at the rate of §30 per month.

he name Clara A. Bleknell, widow of Willlam M. Bicknell, late
of Lompa A, Fifth Regiment Mnry‘land Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pensﬁln at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Hannah K. Hallowell, widow of Daniel Hallowell, late
of Company I, Sixth Regiment, nnd {,ompany C. Beventh ment,
Maine Volunteer Infantry d First Regiment Malne
anunteetrh Veteran Intmtr:, and pay er a unuion at the rate of $30

T mon
pe':l‘ue name of Hlizabeth A. Morrow, widow of Robert Morrow, late of
Company A, Sixth Regiment Missourl Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
& pension 4t the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving : Provided, That in the event ot the death of Naney A. Mor-
oW, less and dependent dauihter of said beth A. and Robert
‘Morrow, the additional ; rein granted shall cease and deter-
mine : Provided furlﬂer That in the event of the death of Elizabeth
A. Morrow the mame of said Naney A. Morrow shall be thed on -the
r:.ns.lon roll, subject fo the provisions and limitations genxlon

at the rate ut i‘ per month from and after the dnte o
of said Elizabeth orrow, through duly appointed guardian

The name of l[ smrle ‘widow of Elvirus Sowle, late of Co
D, Thirty-ninth ent Wiseonsin Volunteer In.fanr.r and her
a e&ensinu at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of 1at she 18 now
I

late of Compan Fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry,
and .Ig ifty th Regiment Illinois Velunteer Infantry,
nd pa: nsiun &t the rate of $30 per month.

tha Crawford, widow of William Crawford. late
of Com B Elﬁwth Res'lmont Tennesses Vo]unt(-er Cavalry, and pay
her n pensfnn

rate of $30 per month in lien of that she {s now:

'l‘he mme of Ruth B, Danfels, widow fels, late of

of Frapk Dan
Twelfth Independent Battery Ohio Valunteer Tight Artﬂlery, and pay

her a ion at the rate of Per mo
'I‘bep:nsme of Jane Oliver, widow of Am P. Oliver, late of Company
C, Seecond Minn
pensdon at I;he rlll.e of . 330
g The nnnl:e of
ompany
her a pension at the rate of
The name of Harrlet W
gu.ny H, Eighty-first Regiment Tllinols Volunteer Infantry, an
er

Eer month,

rover, widow of William Grover, late of
Minnesota Volunteer Cava

30 per month.

¥
a penslnn at the rate of §60 per month in lieu of that she tsnp:w

receivin,

The gam of Euphamia 8mith, widow of Charles Smith, late of'
K, One hundred a.nd twenty seventh ‘Regiment Illnols Volun-

Compan
teer Infantry, and ]pay at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of El widow of Joseph Thompson, late of
Company A, Twenty- !nnrth mant New Jersey Volunteer inrantry.

and pay her a fon at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that

4he is now rece ﬁ

name william #. Robinson, helpless and dependent son of
Willlam . Robinmm Inte of Company H, Elghteenth chi.ment Mis-
souri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20
per monﬂ:th rough appointed guardian

m,me of L. Anna Mavity, widow of William K. Mavity, late of
(‘om;’).‘ F, Thirty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infs.ntry and

er a penslam at the rate of £50 per month in leu of that she i
now

receiving,
The name of Amanda J. Alford, widow of George H. Alford, late

of Company G, Fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
‘her lai 4t the rate of :$60 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Jennie Darling, helpless and dependent daughter of
Charles H. Darling, late of Company M, First Regiment Massachusetts
Volunteer Cav:.ljﬁ known as -Company D, First Battalion Massachu-
setts Cavalr pany M, Fourth Regiment Massachusetts Volun-
‘teer Cnmir ¥, a ber :a -pension at the rate of $20 per menth
through duly a pulnted guardian,

The nu.me of ‘Margaret F. Freeman, former widow of George C.
Carson, late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment, and ny M,
Ninth h ment, Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and .pay her a penslon
at themeoftﬁOpermonth l.n Heu of that she lsnuwnecel

The uthIsA ariduwolelu.nt inger, late
of Company , Beventh Beslment Kansas Volunteer Gav . lai

Theh;game of Smn Ritter, widow of Frank Ritter, allas Frank Hilb, =

innesota -Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a

valry, and pay|
widow of James Wicks, late of Com-|

her a pension at the rate of Saotgar month In lien of that she is
now receivinig Provided, That In the event of the death of Cland B.
Springer, helpless and dependent son of said Zula A. and Willlam R.
Springer, the addttwnal pension herein granted shall cense and deter-
mine : Provided further, That in the event of the death of Zula A.
bpr]nger the name of zald Claud B. Springer shall be placed on the

slon roll, subjec; to the provisions and limitations of the pension

ws, at the rate {-er month frem and after the date of death
of sald Zula A, Snrmger hrough duly appointed guardian.

The name of Mary Savanack, wldow of John R. Savanack, late of
Company G, One hundred and twentg -third Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien
of that she is now recelving

The name of Pernina A. Morrison, widow of Theedore Morrison, late
of Company A, Ninety-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer qunntry. and

Eher 4 pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Charles J. Bice, late of Company A, Thirty-ninth
Begiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him' a pension at
the rate of $50 per month.

The name of Henrietta Richmond, widow .of Jason H. Richmond,
late of Company (i, Fifty-seventh I'h"'lmeut Massachusetts Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her n“yemlon at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of John Genung, late of Captain Graham's company,
attached to Fourteenth Regiment Missouri Vo pay
bim a pension at the rate of $50 per month

This bill is a substitute for the fu!lowiug House bills referred
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions:

unteer Cawvalry, an

H. R. 1023. Rodia A. Dunifer, H. R. 13747. Alice Lath,

H. R. 7347, Margaret L. Fardette, H. R. 13762, Ansollne Insley.

H. R. 8383. Elma [. Holton. R.13787. Mary J. McLan

H.R. 8671. Anpa W. ixon. H. R. 13788. Margaret . Miller.
H.R. 11222, Margaret B. Blunt. H.R.13786. John D. Hadley.
H.R.11635. Delfiah J. Sprinkls, H.R 13795, Isabells W, Wiliiams,
H. R. 12123, mt_ﬁ Reynolds. H. R. 18798, Josephine Hoffman,
H. R. 12242, arine 'I‘hnmpson H. R, 13803. Anna J0. Best.

‘H.'R. 12832, ‘Mary J. Tosh H. R. 13818, Amanda Wishard.
H. R. 12397, Sallie B. Stoll. H. R.13818. Lena Castor.

‘H. R. 12893. Leona Stealey. H. R. 13821. Temple Dyer.

H.R. 12447. Eliza H, Lockwood, H.R. 13822, Jennie Alexander.
H.R.125633. Minerva Dougiu. H.R. 15823, Amos E. Albritton.
H. R. 12537, Mary A, H. R. 13841. Susan A. Thompson.
‘H. R. 12553, Jane Plat.ner H. R. 13848, George D. Jones,

H. R. 12613, Ruth V. Huotchens. ‘H, R, 13844, John H. smtth. allas
H.R.12711. Martha A. Thompson. Henr, Smith.

H. R.12851. Lavina H. Etnire. H. R. 13845. Mary ﬁ Saner.

H. R. 12879, Ella Knowlton, H. R. 13848, Catherine Meece,

H. R. 12883, Bertha Mann. H. R.13840. Irene 8. Slagle.

H. R. 12007, Carrie M. Allison, H.'R. 13808, Anna M. Fay.

H.R. 12910, Martha White. H. R. 18897. Naney A. Gordon

H. R. 12015. Catharine Crawford. H. R, 13808, Minerva Lane.
H.R.12623. Frances B, Griffin. 1. R. 12900. Caraline K. Nester.
H. R. 12968, Mary a nm. ‘H. R. 18905, Catharine Anderson.
H. R. 12969 Jennie {1 H. R. 18906, Wilhelmina 8. Brand.
H. R. 12970. Margaret lackmnn H.'R. 18912, Lillinn Ensminger.
H.R. 12972, Lida O'Nea H. R.13017. Elizabeth E. Lanam

H. R, 12986, Carrie Tlxsuo. H. R. 13924, Elizabeth M. G-rimth
H. R. 12092, Martha E, Butler. H. R. 13925. Jenuie E. Moore.

H. R. 12004, Urzula H. R. 13046. Nancy B, Raney

H. R. 18010, Lula Reeder, H. R. 18047, William P. Rane:

H. R. 13011. Catharine Boardman, H.R.13954. John M, Ba ick.

‘H. R. 18018, Mary . Cole, H. R, 13958, Wlllin Graham.,
‘H.°R.18020. Susan Brunaugh. H. R, 18965. Sarah E. Glllespie
H. R. 13040. Amelia 8, Scott. H. R. 18867, Sarah E. Stephens.
. R, 13041. Mary E. Blanchard. H.R.13969. Amanda I. Hefleger,
“H.'R.13055. Barsha Story. H. R. 13970, Rosetta Alloway.

H. R. 13060. Millie Rex. H. R. 18973. ‘sarah E. Knight.

H. R. 13061. Mary J. Robinette. H. R. 13983. Nancy J. Cooper.

H. R.13084. Me J. Thompson. H. R. 13984, Sara A. Pitzgerald.
H. R. 13080, Mar, E-L Pennmeker H. R. 13983, Sarah J. Moo

H. R. 18099, Na E. Hopkins, 'H.R. 13990, Elizabeth A. 88,
H.R. 18100, ‘B we Nash. ‘H. R, 14007. Mary M. Lille

H. R. 13122, Mattie Dunn H. R.14008. John Bywater, aliag
‘H. R. 13144, Ruth ‘H. Vann, John 'EH

H. R.18179. Samira B. Cooprider. H.R.14012. Oscar Okes,

H. R. 13204. Lizzie E. Miller H. R.14022. Mary M. ]

‘H. R. 18280, Joseph D. Ememon H.R.'14023. Lucy Jane McGra
H.R.13308. Mary A. Harper. ‘H. R. 14029, Spsan Laugherty.
H.R.133567. Susan V, Pavne. H.'R. 14030. Agatha M. er,
H.R. 18372, ie Teasure. H.R. 14042, Clara A. Bicknell
H.R.18308. ‘Anna ‘R. Twaddle. H.R.14044. Hannah K. Hallowell
H. R. 13426. Addie Sour. H. R. 14049. Elizabeth A. Morrow.
‘H. R. 13440, Mary E. Touhy. H.R. 14051. Mary Sowle,
‘H.R.13473. Charles 'F. Kuntz. H. R. 140754, Spsan Ritter,

H. R. 135627, Liberty BE. Frank, H.R. 14 Martha Crawford.
H. R.1385680. William L. Delow. H. R. 14072, Ruth E. Daniels.

‘H. R.18509. Midian Mercer. H. R.14075. Jane Oliver,

H. R. 13623. Joseph Ham. H. R. 14088, Elizabeth Grover.
H.R. 18640, Edward Powell. H. R.14090. Harriet Wicks,
H.R.18665, Julia M. Fletcher, H. R. 140068, Euphamia Smlth

H. R.13666. Sarah A. Wellman, H. R.14100. Ellen Thompson.
‘H.R.13684. Lulu Moore. H.R. 14102, William E abinson.
H. R. 18685 Jacob Shoup. H. R. 14109. Anna Mavity.
H.E: 13700, Martha A. Demaris. H.R.14150. Amanda J. Alford.
‘H. R. 18708. Martha A. Pitger. H.R. 14153, Jennie Dnr]iriﬁl._

‘H. R. 18703, Elizabeth Reed. H.R. 14158. Margaret F. ceman.
‘H.R. 13705. Nellie Quimby. H.R. 14159, Zula A. Springer.

H. R. 18707. Victoria M. H. R. 14187, Mary Savanack.
‘H.R. 18710, Sarah J. H.I:Lulloh, H.R. 14210. Perning A. Mﬂrrison
H.'R. 18781. Samuel E. Blades, H, R. 14220. Charles J.

H. R. 13741. Kate Caldwell. H. R, 14228. Henrietta Richmond
H.R.13743. i&gues Green. H. R.14276. John W, Genung.
H.R. 13744, ry A. Harmon.

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, T wish to offer an amendment.
On page 27, line 6, at the end of the line strike out the capital
letter “R™ and insert the capital letter “B.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will rveport the
amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 27, line 6, at the end -of thn une. strike out the capital letter
AR and insert the capital letter “
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The guestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr, ForLier, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table,

Mr. ROBSION. Mr. Speaker, I eall up the bill H. R. 14200
on report from Committee on Pensions of the House,

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Kentucky
calls up the bill H. R. 14200, which the Clerk will report by
title,

The Olerk read as follows:

A bill (., R. 14200) granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers . and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and
vertain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to
widows of such soldiers and =ailors,

Mr. ROBSION. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
cangider the bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole
House.,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky
askg unanimous conseut to consider this bill in the House as
in Commitfee of the Whole House. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it cnacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject
to the provisions and limitations of the pensions laws—

The pame of Joseph Bauer, late of Company K, Second Regiment
United States Infantry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $20 per month.

he name of 1sabelle Barnett, widlow of Theophllus Barnett, late of
Troop H. Nineteenth Regiment Kansas Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay
her la i1:»@:15;301: at the rate of $£20 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Fred Stanley, late of Troop M, Eleventh Regiment
United States Volunteer Cavalry, war with Spain, and pay him a pen-
gion at the rate of $40 per wonth in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Watson 8, Coburn, late of Company I, First Kansas
State Militla Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate

of $20 per month.
he name of George I). Bmith, late of Captain D. B. Randall's Com-
pany B, 8econd Regiment Idaho Volunteers, Nez Perce Indian War, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

&'he name of Fred Schwarg, late of the United States Navy, Philippine
jneurrection, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in Heu
of that he is now re(-eivh:%.

The name of William C. Knuckles, late of Com}mn_v K, Twenty-eighth
Hegiment United States Infantiry, Regular Establishment, and pay him
a pension at the rate of §12 per month, -

he name of Barbara Oglesby, widow of George W. Ogleshy, late of
Captain Martin Williams's company, Lewiston Scouts, Idaho Volun-
‘l(-u-rs.h Indian wars, and pay her a pension at the rate of 312 per
month,

The name of Sherwood H. Williams, late of United States Marine
Corps, Regular BEstablishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$24 per month in llen of that he is now receiving. ;

The uame of Jerome B. Butler, late of Company C, Thirty-second
Hegiment United States Infantry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Lina Real, widow of Adolpbus Real. late of Captain
Owen Shaw's company, Texas Mounted Volunteers, Indian wars, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of C. M. Middleton, late of Captain L. H. McNelly’s com-
pany, special State Troops, Frontier Battalion, Texas Rangers, and pay
him a penslon at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Samuel E. Acuff, alias S8amuel E. Harris, late of Com-
panies 1) and G. Eighteenth Regiment United States Infantry, war
with Spaln, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Sarah B. Fortier, widow of Joseph Fortier, late of the
Renville Rangers. Minnesota Militia, Indian wars, and pay her a pen-
kion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving,

The name of Ben O, Robinson, late of Cammny D, Comanche County
Pexas Minute Men, Indian wars, and pay h a pension at the rate
of $20 per month,

he name of Richard Burns, late of Company D, Fourteenth Regiment
United States Infantry. Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of £12 per month.

The name of Jennie B, Buchlc{‘. widow of Daniel J. Buckley, late
firet-clags fireman, United Btates Navy, and pay bher a pension at the
rate of $12 per month. R

The name of Andrew McLaughlin, late of Cnmlpnny M, Bixty-fifth
Regiment, United States Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $£18 per month.

The name of Peter Lacher, late of Troep D, Fourth Regiment United
States f,'ah\-ulry. Indian wars, and pay him & pension at the rate of $20
per month.

The name of Rebeeca Melvina ELR, widow of Captain Hardy Crier
Elff, late of Captain Hardy ENIff's independent company, Mounted
;)rggou \'ulunlt‘et'rx. Indian wars, and pay her a pension at the rate of

12 per month.

The pame of Rose G. Bingman, widow of John I. Bingman, late of
Captain Randall's Compnng , Becond Idaho Volunteers, Indian wars,
s pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of Lizzie Johnson, widow of Thomas W. Johnson, late of
Company A, Gray's Battalion, Arkansas Volunteers, Mexican War, and
pay her a ipr.-m-.iou at the rate of £30 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Ferdinand Heinen, late of Lieut. Henry Schwethelm's
compiany, Kerr County Texas Minute Men, Indian wars, and pay him a
pension at the rate of £20 per menth.

The name of Annie Veuve, widow of Ernest Veuve, late of Company
M, Third Regiment United States Infantry, Indian wars, and pay her
a pq;nisluu at the rate of $20 per month fn leu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of BEtta W, Cass, widow of Jesse Lee Casg, late hospital
steward, Fourth Regiment Texas Infantry, war with Spalp, and pay

her a penzion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now
recelving,

The name of Levi T, Miller, late of Captain Randall's Company B,
Second Regiment Idaho Volunteers, Indian wars, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Mark Y. Judd, late of Captain Warren Wallace's com-
Enny, Nueces and Rio Grande Counties, Texas Frontier Men, and pay

im a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Rachel J. Bmith, widow of William C. Smith, late
colonel First Regiment Tennessee Infantry, Spanish-American War,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Emma Grace Ridgely, widow of Howard B. Ridgely,
late of Capt. Martin Willlams's company, Lewiston Scouts, lggho
:;?ut?l“em Indian wars, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per

mnth.

The name of Robert Longstaff, late of Troop F', Fifth Regiment United
States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay him a penslen at the rate of $24
per month in lien of that he is now receivingl_.

The name of William Henry Bush, late of Troop C, Ninth Regiment
United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $20 per month.

The name of Louise W. Noyes, widow of Henry B. Noyes, late ca
tain, Second Regiment United States Cavalry, and brigadier genera
retired, United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of §
per month in lleu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Albert C. Roach, late of Company G, Fourteenth Regi-
ment United States Infantry, Regular Estab shment, and ?ay him a
pelnvsiion at the rate of $40 per month in leu of that he is now re-
celving,

The name of Rhoda A, Savage, widow of James SBavage, late of Com-
pany K, Third ment Missouri Mounted Volunteers, Mexican War,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lleu of that she is
now recelving.

The name of Alva C. Cooper, late of Company D, Twenty-second Regi-
ment United States Infantry, Indian wars, and pay hlm a pension at
the rate of $20 per month.

The name of William B. Johnson, late of Company K, Second Regi-
ment United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $20 per month,

The name of James Donnelly, late of Company A, Third Regiment
United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $20 per month.

The name of Alice Z. Sherwin, widow of Charles L. C. Sherwin, late
of Troop K, Eighth RHegiment United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and
pay her a pengion at the rate of $12 per month.

e name of Mary E. Tritten, widow of John G. Tritten, late of
Troop A, Seventh Hegiment United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and
pay ger a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Robert M. Daniels, late of Troop B, BEighth Regiment
United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $20 per month,

he name of Paul Henricksen, late of Com;aany D, Ethth Regiment
United States Infantry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per mwonth in lien of that he is now receiving.

e name of Clarence J. Johnson, alias Franklin J. Green, late of
Troop C, Seventh Heglment United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and
pay gim a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

The name of James McDonough, late of Company E, Second Regi-
ment Illinois Inrantr{. war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $24 per month.

The name of Howard Hines, late of Company B, Nineteenth Regl-
ment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and him a
pension at the rate of $18 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

The name of George Peyton Chambers, late of Comﬂnny B, First
Regiment Alabama Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Tracey M. Halley, late of Comgﬂny A, REighteenth
Regiment United States Infantry, Regular BEstablishment, and pay him
a pension at the rate of 0 per month. Pension to be paid to a
legally appointed guardian.

The name of Jo. F. Kilbride, late of Sanitary Detachment, First
New York Cavalry, National Guard, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $20 per month.

The name of John T, Hyder, late of Company B, Tenth Regiment
United States Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of §40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of vid C. Preston, late private, Compnniy F, Elghth
Regiment California Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension
at Ehe rate of $12 per month.

The name of Martin G. Lyons, late of Company I, Ninth Regiment
United States Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving.

The name of William 8., Arnold, late of Company G, Elghteenth
Regiment United States Infantry, war with Spain, and ;;]ay him a
pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

The name of Thomas M. Benton, late of Company A, Twenty-ninth
Regiment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him
a pfnision at the rate of $14 per month in lleu of that he is now
recelving.

The pame of Willlam 8. Whitley, late of Company B, Tenth Regl-
ment United States Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pen-
gion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving,

The name of Willlam Coleman, late of Troop F, Seventh Regiment
United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $20 per month.

The name of Willlam Dotson, late of Company I, Eighth Regiment
Illinois Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $40 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Sarah A. Fisher, widow of Stanton G. Fisher, late
chief of Indian Scouts, Indian wars, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Werner Snow, late of Company B, Thirty-second Regi-
ment United States Infantry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $20 per month.

The name of John Johnson, late of Company F, Thirteenth Regiment

nited States Infantry, Re ular Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.
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The name of Charles B. Winton, late of United States NMavy, second-
class fireman, Regular Establishment, and pay him a penslon at the
rate of $40 per month in Hen of that he is now receiving.

The name of George W. Camp, late of Company A, Beventh Regiment
United States Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Blaine Campbell, lnte of Troop L, Fifteenth ent
United States Cavalry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $40 per month in liem of that he is now recelving.

The name of Willlam H. Thompson, late of Company K, One hun-
dred and sixty-first Regiment Indiana Infantry, war th Spaln, and
pay him a pension at rate of $40 per month in Hen of that he s
now receiving.

The name of Banner Chandley, late of Company I, Ninth Regiment
United States Infantry, lar bstnblithent. and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Harry Elkins, late of Company F, Nineteenth Regiment
TUnited States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $24 per month in llen of that he 15 now receivln%

- t’rho nat?:li ? W%liam (c}lurnelfit. oéherrrlu h:m as Bllllet' IZ'Imiter
ate scout, interpreter, and guide, Quartermaster Departmen nite
Btates A;my. lngmu wars, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20
er month,

p The name of John W. Thomas, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment
United States Infantry, lar Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $40 per month In lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Willlam Napler, late of Company I, Tenth t
TUnited States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of James A. Carver, late of Company K, Twelfth Regiment
United States Infantry, Regular Bstablishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

nhour, late of Company D, One hundred
ndiana Infantry, war wi ain, and pay
in lieu of that he is now

The name of Herschel §
and fifty-ninth Regiment
him n pension at the rate of $30 per month
receiving,

The name of Eli o8, late of Company D, Twelfth Regiment
Tnited States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate.of $40 per month in liem of that he 18 now receiving.

The name of Jessy Angle, late of Company I, SBeventh Regiment
United States Infantry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $20 per month.

The name of John Dudley, late of Company L, Eighteenth Regiment
United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $30 per month in lleu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Laura Hendrickson, widow of George D. Hendrickson,
late of Company K, Signal Corps, United States Army, Regular Bstab-
lishment, and pay ter a penston at the rate of $12 per month and $2
per month additional on account of each of the minor cof sald
George D. Hendrickson until they reach the age of 16 years.

The name of James K. Moran, late of Company C, Thirty-fifth Regi-
ment Michigan Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month,

The name of Jeremiah B. Thomson, late of Capt. W. H, Latshaw's
Company A, Becond Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, Indlan WATS,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in litu of that he
is now receiving. A

The name of Elizabeth M. Bage, widow of Willlam H. SBage, late
brigadier general, United States Army, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $50 per month in lien of the compensation she is recelvln?.

The name of Hannah Dougherty, de{endent mother of Cornelius P,
Dougherty, late of Company F, Kighth Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry,
wiar with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate 20 per month.
The name of Gilbert J. Lalonde, Ilate of the United States Nawy,
United States shl? Utah, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of George H. Burton, late of Company K, Eighteenth Regi-
ment, and Company L, Twenty-third Regiment, United States Infantry,
Regu%ar Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per
monfth.

The name of Ineo Forst, late of Company D, Fifth Regiment United
Btates Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$12 per month. ’

The name of Mournin Seott, deﬁendgnt mother of Joseph Seott, late
of the Ninety-seventh Com&mny, nited Btates Coast Artillery Corps,
Regt‘l:inr Establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per
month.

The name of Henry T. Bin‘hoﬂ late of Company E, Seventh Regiment
United States Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month,

The name of Horace G. Butterfleld, late of Company F. Eleventh
Regiment United States Infantry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $30 Pefr month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Philllp 8. Jackson, late of Company H, First Regiment
W,\-umzmg Intan:hr,r. war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month,

The name of James Mitehell, late of Company B. Third Regiment
Kentucky Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
o!_?lﬁ per month in llen of that he is now receiving.

he name of James C. Woodward, late of Battery H, Ohio Volunteer
Light Artillery, war with Spain, and pay him & pension at the rate of
$40 per month in llen of that he is now recelving.

The name of James A. G. Cox, late of the SBeventy-first Company
United Btates Coast Artillery Corps, Regular Establishment, and pay
I:im“:}i pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

The name of J h Wooda.i late of Company D, Fourteenth Regiment
United States Infantry, lle&l ar Establishment, and pay him a pension
.t'.(t!he el 1.12 e mf?l:l s, Jate of Cor F, Twen f

1 name of James Phelps, late o ny F, ty-Afth Regi-
ment Unlted States Infantry, Regular Eslt]zltphnusgment and pay him a
pension at the rate of §17 per month In lien of that he is now recelving,

The name of George W. Lalrd, late of Company M, One hundred and
sixty-first ment Indiana Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of §24 swonth in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Minerva J. Smith, widow of William Smith, late of Call‘:i
P""‘ il:émn‘s Comp;ny Hﬁem nglmuftthomg&ndl[g&lted Yolun-
reTs, Wars, an r a-pension a e Ta mon
ia lieu of that she is n#‘&u W . -

The name of Charles H. Ritter, late of Troop E, Fourteenth Regiment
United States Cavalry, Reguler Establishuent,
at the rate of $12 per month,

1of that she {8 now receivin

and pay him' a pension

The name of Martin E. McMichael, late of Company F, Ninth Regi-
ment Illinois Inf‘nnu-{, war with Bpain, and pay him a pension at t
rate of $12 per mont

The name of Marie F. Manns, widow of Willlam A. Manns, late of
Companies K and C, Twenty-third Reglment United States Infantry,
Indian wars, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien

name of Willie A. &ukln late of Company F, Third ent
E;stam Infalat;ry, war with Spaln, and pay him a pension at the rate
month.

The name of Viola Butler, permanently helpless and dependent child
of Henry C. Butler, late of Captain Ian;.ar's l::ompa,ny. Be?f'n i t,
Texas Mounted Volunteers, Mexican War, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $20 per month.

The name of William P. Johnston, late of the One hundred and fifth
Company, United States Coast A.rﬂllery. m;mmu‘ Establishment, and
pay Liim a pension at the rate of $17 per mon

This bill is a substitute for the following bills referred to
the Committee on Pensions:

H. R. 8020. Joseph Bauer. H. R. 12975. David C. Preston.

H. R. 4839, Isabelle Barnett. H. R. 13014. Martin G. Lyons.

H. R. 5409, Shule& H. R. 18026, Willlam 8. Arnold.

H. R. 6908. Watson 8. urn., H. R. 13030, Thomas M. Benton.

H. R. 75628. George D. Smith. H. R. 18105. Willam B, Whitley.

H. R. 7725. Fred Schwars, H. R. 18107. Willlam Coleman.

H. R. 7823, William €. Knuckles. H.R. 13118 Willlam Dotson.

H. R. 8587. Barbara w H. R. 18145, Sarah A. Fisher,

H. R. 8830. Sherwood H. liams. H. R. 13189. Werner Snow.

H. R.88356. Jerome B. Butler. H.R.18178. John Johnson.

H. R. 9084. Lina Real. H. R. 18225. Charles B. Winton.

H. R. 90356, C. M. Middleton, H. R. 18227, George W, Camp.

H. R. 9094. Samuel H. Acuff. H. R. 13230. Blaine Campbell.

H. R. 9131, Barah E, Fortier. H. R. 13240. Willam H. Thompson,

H. R. 9359. Ben C. Robinson, H. R. 13241. Banner Chandley,

H. R. 9471, Richard Burns, H.R. 13266, H Hlkins,

H. R. 9552, Jennie E. Buckley, H. R. 13265. William Garnett,

H. R. 9730, Andrew McLaughlin. H.R. 13274. John W. Thomas.

H. R. 9787, Peter Lacher. H. R. 13313, William Napier,

H. R. 9986. Rebecea Melvina FUliff. H. R. 13334, James A. Carver.

H. R. 10388, Rose G. B an, H.R.13421. Hepschel Spainhour,

H. R. 10502, Lizzie Johnson. H. R. 13442, Eli Hayes,

H. R. 10500, Ferdinand Helnen. H. R. 13461. Jm?n e.

H. R. 10755. Annie Veuve. H. R. 13484. John Dugiley.

H. R. 10886. Etta W. Cass. H. R. 13502. Laura Hendrickson,

H. R. 11048. Levi T. Miller, H. R. 13530. James E. Moran, .

H. R. 11112, Mark Y. Judd. H. R. 18548. Jeremiah B. Thomson,

H. R. 11270. Rachel J, Smith. H. R. 13662. Elizabeth M. 5 1

H.R.11279. Emma Grace Ridgely. H. R. 135665. Hannah Dou herty.

H. R. 11361. Robert Longstaff. H. R. 18570. Gilbert J. Lalonde.

H. R. 11373. William Henry Bush. H. R. 13578, G H. Burton.

H. R. 11459, Louise W, Noyes. H. R. 13588, Leo Forst.

H. R. 11481, Albert C. Roach. H. R. 13626. Mournin Scott,

H. R.11574. Rhoda A. Bavage. H. It. 13627. Henry T. Bihop.

H. R. 11650. Alva C. C 5 H. R. 13647. Horace G. Butterfleld,

Il. R.11919. Willlam B. Johnson. H. R. 13691. Phillip 8. Jackson.

H. R. 11992. James Donnelly. H. R. 13708. James Mitchell.

H.R. 12152, Alice Z. Sherwin. H. . 18738, James . Woodward.

H. R. 12247, Mary B. Tritten. H. R. 13742, James A. G..Cox.

H. R. 12249, Robert M. Daniels. H. R. 18750, Joseph Woods

H. R. 12265, Paul Henricksen, H. R. 13766. James Phel

H. R. 12266. Clarence J. Johnson. H. R, 13785. rge W. ﬁlm

H. R. 12436. James M¢Deonough. . R. 13794, Minerva J. Smith,

H. R. 12444, Howard Hines, H. R. 13814, Charles . Ritter. .

H. R. 12481, George Peyton Cham- H. R. 13824, Martin B. McMichasl,
bers. H. R, 13880. Marie F. Manns,

H. R. 12875. Tracey M. Halley. H, R. 13900. Willie A. Mankin,

H. R. 12891, John F. Kilbride, H. R. 18962. Viola BRatler,

H. R. 12927, John T. Hyder. H. R. 14180. Willinm P, Johnston.

Mr. ROBSTON. Mr. Speaker, T offer an amendment to strike
out the name of Martin G. Lyons, on page 9, lines 1 to 4, inclusive,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 3

The Clerk read as follows:

Onin,

liu;::gf ‘g, ?aﬂ]iﬂl;islge‘wlth line 1, strike out the paragraph, including

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The guestion is on agreeing to
the amendment. - 3

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question is on the engross-.
ment and third reading of the bill

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Romsion, & motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the vote was passed was laid on the table.

REREFERENCE—TYAZOO RIVER.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, the letter of
the Secretary of War, which is printed as House Document 597
in a report on a further investigation of the Yazoo River was
erroneously referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.
I ask thut it be referred to the Committee on Flood Control.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi
asks unanimous consent that a rereference be made of the letter
of the Secretary of War in reference to the Yazoo River project.
If there is no objection, the letter will be referred to the Com-
mittee on Flood Control.

There was no objection.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mrvr. Speaker, I move that the
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the
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state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. RR.
14222) to amend the trading with the enemy act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from Min-
nesota withhold that?

Mr, NEWTON of Minnesota, I withhoeld it.

FREIGHT RATES ON DAIRY SUPPLIES AND AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS.

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I offer a privileged motion
to digcharge the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce
from the furtlier consideration of House Resolution 266.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota
offers a privilezed motion to discharge the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce from the further consideration of
House Resolution 266, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

House Resolution 266.

Reszolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to trans-
mit to the House of Representatives all information in his possession
or {n the possession of the Interstate Commerce Commission relative
to the alleged practice of charging freight on butter tubs made and
nhined from lguluth and other points in Minnesota to Red Rilver
Valley points in Minnesota, plus freight from Elgin, IlL; and also
relative to the practice of charging freight upon agricultural ma-
chinery shipped from points west of Pittsburgh to points in Minnesota,
plus fjght from Pittsburgh, Pa.; and also all information in his
possession or in possession of said commission as to what statutory
authority or other legal authority exists or is claimed to exist to
Justify or authorize such discriminatory and unjust practices.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the resolution.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I make a point of order on
the resolution.

Mr. BLANTON.
against it

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I have not seen the resolution
and only just heard it read, but it calls for information about
certain “alleged ” practices which clearly takes away any
privileged status which it might otherwise have.

Mr. BLANTON. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker,
that this is not a privileged resolution. It asks for informa-
tion peculiarly within the knowledge of this department. It
agks the department to cite to this Congress certain laws, and
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEENERSON] could get that
information elsewhere. It calls for a citation to certain laws,
That is wholly out of order on a resolution of inquiry.

Mr. MAPES. It calls for information in regard to an al-
leged practice, which, it seems to me, brings it clearly outside
of the rule.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I direct the express attention
of the Chair to the last clause:

And also all information In his p
commission as to what statutory or other le
claimed to exist to justify or authorize such
practices.

That is ealling for an opinion in the guise of information.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule.
(Clearly the resolution calls for something more than a mere
statement of fact. The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I appeal from the decision
of the Chair.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the
bill (H. R. 14222) to amend the trading with the enemy act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. SteexersoN] appeals from the decision of the Chair,

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the appeal on
the table.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the appeal on
the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin
and the gentleman from Minnesota move to lay the appeal on the
table, The guestion is on agreelng to that motion.

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an-
nounced that the “ayes” appeared to have it

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr, Speaker, a division.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota
calls for a division on the question of laying on the table the
appeal from the decision of the Chalr. As many as favor the
motion to lay on the table the appeal from the decision of the
Chair will rise and.stand until they are counted.

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 121, noes 6.

So the motion to lay on the table the appeal from the decision
of the Chair was agreed to.

AMEXDMENT OF THE TRADING WITH THE ENEMY ACT.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota., Mr. Speaker, I move that the
Iouse resolve itself into Committee of the Whole Houge on the
giate of the Union for the further consideration of the bill
(H, R. 14222) to amend the trading with the enemy act.

Mr. Speaker, I make a point of order

or in p glon of sald
1 authority exists or is
iseriminatory and unjust

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Minnesota
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid-
eration of the bill (H, R. 14222) to amend the trading with the
enemy act. The question is on agreeing to that motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. AxpErsoN] will please resume the chair.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14222) to amend the trading with
the enemy act, with Mr. AxpeERsox in the chalr.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first committee
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 17, strike out the word “ application " with a comma and
insert the word * application " without a cor ma.

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the next commitiee
amendment.,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 4, line 1, strike ont the word “ Custodian " with a comma and
ingert the word “ Custodian' without a comma.

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next committee
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 4, line 2, strike out the word “ him " with a comma and insert
the word *“him " withont a comma.

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next committee
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 0§, line 8, sfrike out “Austria-Ilungary " and insert * Austria-
Hungary "' with a comma; and on page 5, line 9, strike out the word
“who " with a comma and insert the word “ who " withont & comma.

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next committee
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 5, line 9, strike out the word * Statutes " and insert the word
* Statutes” with a comma.

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next committee
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 10, line 18, strike out the word * otherwise™ and insert the
word “ otherwise " with a comma. ‘

The amendment was agreed t

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 10, line 17, at the Leginning of the line insert the word “ as.”

The amendment wassagreed to.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the next committee
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 10, line 24, strike out the word * States" with a comma and
insert the word * States" with a semicolon.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. RBAYBURN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Texas offers -an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. RaypurN: Page 1, lines 5 and 6, after the
word  person,” strike out the words *mnot an enemy or ally of

ena‘my.ll

Mr, RAYBURN, Mr. Chairman, several Members and I
have consulted with the majority. This is the amendment
that provides for the return of all the property. It is the
one important amendment that will be offered. Several gen-
tlemen have suggested that we try to agree upon time on
this amendment. If the amendment is voted down there is
only one more important amendment on this side that will be
offered to the bill, and that is for the return of the Austrian
property. Many Members want to be heard upon this amend-
ment who did not get time in general debate. Therefore I
feel that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Newron] or the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Winscow] should ask for
very liberal time for debate on this amendment.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota, Does the gentleman's sugges-
tion apply to his particular amendment, or does it apply to the
gection itself?

Mr. RAYBURN.

0.
will report the next committee

It applies to this particular amendment.
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Mr, NEWTON of Minnesota. Would it not be better if we
are to go into a limitation to apply it to the section itself
rather than to this particular amendment?

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, no; do not do that.

Mr. RAYBURN, If the amendment I have just offered.is
adopted, several amendments will have to he adopted to the
first section of the bill. Therefore it seems to me that it
would be impracticable to agree upon time as to all of the
section.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. What suggestion has the gen-
tleman to offer in reference to limitation of debate on this one
gection?

Mr. RAYBURN. I should like very much to control an
hour on this amendment.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesofa. I have no desire whatever to
curb debate unduly, but the gentleman from Texas must
realize, as we all realize, that we are near the end of the ses-
sion and that if we take up time here we are just simply pre-
venting some other measures from being considered. It would
seem to me that upon this particular amendment half an hour
on a side iz all that the gentleman should ask for.

Mr. RAYBURN. There are a dozen men on this side who
did not get to say anything yesterday. I think there are many
on that side who did not, and this is the crux of this whole
situation.

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman from Minnesota allow
me?

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I yield to the gentleman from

Wyoming,
Mr. MONDELL. We debated this very question four hours
vesterday. Now, all gentlemen want is to discuss the very

question which was discussed most of the time yesterday.

Mr. RAYBURN. There are at least half a dozen gentlemen
on this side who did not get even five minutes yesterday.

Mr, TILSON. Will the gentleman from Texas yield for a
suggestion ?

Mr. RAYBURN. Yes.

Mr. TILSON. Why not let the debate run for a little while,
with the explicit understanding that no extensions will be made
beyond five minutes, and then later close the debate? Let the
chairman determine as to those for and against, but no one to
speak longer than five minutes, and let it run, to see how much
debate is really desired.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Let me suggest the impracticabil-
ity of doing that, because we are standing in the road of an
urgent deficiency bill which It is very necessary to pass. If
we give an hour to this amendment, there will be anether
amendment on the Austrian property upon which liberal time
will be wanted. and then there is an amendment to be offered
on this side upon the declaration of future policy, upon which
time will be wanted. If we are not careful we shall occupy
the whole afternoon here. It seems to me that we had better
agree in advance, so that we shall have no feeling about it
among the membership when the time ends. For that reason
we ought to limit it now on this amendment.

AMr. RAYBURN. What does the gentleman say to an hour
and a half on thig amendment?

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. If the gentleman is going to
insist on its being limited to this amendment, it seem to me
we can not go beyond one hour.

Mr. RAYBURN. I think the gentleman ought to grant us an
honr and a half for this amendment. We will get through with
it by 3 ¢o’clock. We will not take up much time on the Austrian
amendment.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. If it is to be limited to this
particular amendment we can not go beyond the hour.

Mr. RAYBURN. Let us take both amendments and make it
an hour on a side then, on the return of all the property and
on the return of the Austrian property.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I do not think we can do that.

Mr. RAYBURN. I ask for recognition, Mr. Chalrman,

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Ray-
BURN] i8 recognized for five minutes.

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, I do not have much to add to what I said yesterday
in reference to this proposition. The amendment I have of-
fered offers to the House a clear-cut proposition and a square
opportunity to pass upon the proposition of whether or not
we will do what we concede the only thing that this Govern-
ment, speaking through this Congress should do, and that is to
return all this property at an early date. If this amendment
is voted down it means that we by this method only tantalize
the situation. It seems to me that as a policy for this Gov-
ernment to-day we would be less likely to be misunderstood if
we returned none of this property than if we returned only a

partial amount of it, and for this reason. If we do not act
upon this question, if we do not return any of this property,
if there is no congressional action on it at all at this time,
the world will believe that the United States of America will
in the future, as it has in the past, be guided by the decigions
of its courts, by its traditions, and follow the rules of inter-
national law built up in these modern days of civilization.

But if we return $10,000 of this property we imply the
threat that we are going to retain the remainder as security for -
the payment of private claims by American citizens against the
German Government, and the world will have the right and
will believe that we intend to do what some gentlemen have
been frank emough to assert, confiscate this property.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, Doctor TeEMPLE, yester-
day, although disclaiming any intent on the part of the Gov-
ernment of the United States for the confiscation of this prop-
erty, driven to the ultimate conclusion, said this:

What is the German Government to do about privately owned
property of its citizens which it has turned over to this Government
under the terms I read from the treaty a few minutes ago? If the
time should come when we would have to sell the property to make
good the claims of our people against Germany, then the German
owners would hold the claim against their own vernment.

1f we are going to sell the property and devote the proceeds
to paying private claims of American citizens, in God’s name,
what is that but confiscation?

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey.

Mr. RAYBURN, Yes,

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Is not the real crux of this
whole matter that after the armistice the Alien Property Cus-
todian under the last administration did sell most of the prop-
erty?

Mr. RAYBURN. Some of it.

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. He did it, and after the armis-
tice, and gave notice that no one but pure American citizens
should bid on it.

Mr. RAYBURN. I say that we will be misunderstood the
world over because if this House adopts the recommendation of
this committee and, in the light of the speeches made here,
sustains this committee, they can come to no conclusion but
that the property will be confiscated ultimately for certain
objects,

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. The gentleman will acknowl-
edge that this House is not answerable for the policy of con-
fiscation and seizure?

Mr. RAYBURN. That does not enter into what we are doing
now. If somebody violated the law in the last administration
it is no reason why this Congress or this administration
should hold us up to the world in a light that we never have
been placed in, in the light to make us misunderstood the world
over, when America stands alone in a world of turmoil to-day.
If the world is to come to settled conditions, if eivilization’s
battle for freedom and the enlightenment of the world is to
stand and to mean anything, the United States must hold forth
the beacon light of law, order, humanity, and decency to the
whole world. [Applause.]

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr, Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that debate on the amendment of the gentleman
from Texas and all amendments thereto close in 55 minutes;
the time to be divided 30 minutes to those opposing the amend-
ment and 25 minutes to those favoring the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asgks
unanimous consent that debate on this amendment and all
amendments thereto close at the end of 55 minutes, 25 minutes
to be controlled by the gentleman from Texas and 30 minutes
by himself. Is there objection?

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, I want five
minutes. I understood there was to be liberal debate. Does
that include five minutes for me? X

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. The gentleman will have to
look to his colleague.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr, Chairman, I yield five min-
utes to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. SANDERS.]

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. I want to say at the outset that
I am opposed to the application of the property in the hands
of the Alien Property Custodian to the payment of American
claims. I am alsgo in favor of the passage of this measure as
it is. The fact that such position may seem anomulous leads
me to explain in just as brief form as T can why I think this
measure should be passed without amendment with reference
to the amount we return, and why those who entertain the
views which I entertain can not only support the measure on
final passage but can urge that the measure be passed in its
present form rather than in the form of returning all the

Will the gentleman yield?
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property at the present time. We are confronted with this
practical proposition,

There are many gentlemen in the House who entertain the
views so ably expressed by the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Raysurx], who is not only one of the able members
of our committee but one of the ablest Members of this House,
I am among those who entertain such views, but there are many
gentlemen in the House who entertain the view that this prop-

-erty ought not to be returned but ought to be applied to the
payment of American claims. We have before us legislation
which proposes to return to the German nationals 92 per cent
in number of all of these trusts. The legislation before us does
not commit you or me or any Member of this Congress to any
policy of the applieation of this property to the payment of
American claims. If the legislation contained one single section
or paragraph er phrase which committed our Government to
the policy of taking the property of these enemy nationals,
brought here during peace times, builded up by their toll, I
would vote against the measure and oppose it; but there is not
anything in the bill to that effect.

Personally I should be glad if the Senate and the House conld
agree to-day to return all of the property to those to whom it
belongs, but it ean not be done. The distinguished gentleman
from Alabama [Mr. BaxEHEAD] made an able argument to that
effect, but over In another body the Democratic
leader who represents the great State of Alabama has a bill
now before that body, proposing to apply this property now to
the payment of these American eclaims; and there are others
there sharing the same opinion.

The question §s, shall those of us who believe so firmly in
the sacred rights of property here, regardless of whether it
belongs to our own people or others, amend this bill and pro-
pose to give it all back, send the measure to the other body
to die, thus losing the opportunity of turning back 92 per
cent In number of these trusts, or shall we support the bill in

* its present form and embrace that epportunity? I say it is a
practical proposition, and that the men who belong to the
majority, who have the responsibility of legislation, must face
the situation as it is, and those of us who believe that it all
ought to be returned, with the opportunity confrenting us to
turn 92 per cent in numbers back, must take advantage of that
opportunity.

We have a proposition here which can go through without

violating the principles of any gentleman, whether he believes '

it all ought to be returned or not, for if one believes that all
this property ought to be returned, then he believes 92 per
cent in number ought to be returned.

Those of us who entertain the view that it all ought to be
returned get practically everything we asked for in this meas-
ure. We return all of 92 per cent of those trusts, and the bill
in its present form has been so amended that we give the in-
come of all the remaining frusts. Thus, not mueh will be lost
to the owners if it goes on for another year or two while they
are adjusting these claims. They lose nothing, and we get
substantially what we ask for. Therefore, regardless of our
views, we can join in this propesition of doing substantial
justice and returning what is provided for in this measure.
[Applause.]

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chalrman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Yes.

Mr. TILSON. Does not the gentleman think that the prece-
dent we are setting by turning back a part of it can be taken
as a pledge that all of the rest of it will be disposed of in the
same manner?

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. I do not know, but the matter
is in the hands of the American Congress. This property can
not be confiscated without the assent of Congress, and the
American Congress can never under the sun consent to such a
policy as confiscating private property of enemy nationals to
pay American claims. [Applause.]

I desire to discuss the provisions of this bill and this question
of whether we shall apply this property to the payment of
American claims.

The Alien Property Custodian, appolnted by virtue of the
trading with the enemy act, now holds 30,868 trusts of the value
of approximately $347,000,000, These trusts embrace almost
every species of property, including private debts and United
States Government obligations. Some of these Government
obligations ar: investments made by the custodian, but others
are Government obligations owned by alien enemies at the
time they were taken over. The Winslow bill, H. R. 13406,
would return 28,144 trusts, each ef which is less than 510,000
in value, and wonld return $10,000 in value to some of the
beneficiaries of the vemaining 2,224 trusts. According to the

estimate of Mr. Miller, Alien Property Custodian, this would | the

amount in all to $44,362,000, or less than one-seventh of the
property in value. (Hearings before Hcuse committee, p. 6.)
I.—As BETWEEN THR UNITED STATES AND THE ENEMY GOVERNMENT

WE HAYE THE RIGHT 70 CONFISCATE THE PROPERTY OF THESE

Ew¥BMY NATIONALS.

Under strict international law all questions as to the rights
of the nationals of the respective governments are foreclosed
when the treaty is signed.

I apprehend that the treaty of ce abolishes th hiject of
war, and that after peace is conclu':f:& nelthe: ge melti:rj;n dis, g::

nor the conduct of either party during the war can ever be revived or
bronght into contest again, * = the restitation of, or compensa-

tion for, British property confiscated or extinguished during the war
by any of the Unrwfeﬂtatm, could only be provided for b
og peace. (Ware v, Hylton, 8 Dall, 22’9.) - = o)

Germany not only failed to make provision for the return of
the property held by our Alien Property Custodian but specifi-
cally agreed in the treaty of Versailles—

The ?mperty rights and interests, and the cash assets, of German
nationals—

Including that held by our custodian—
shall be subject to the disposal of such power—

America—
in accordance with its laws and regulations.

Versailles treaty, section 4, article 207 (h) (2), with the fur-
ther provision that—

‘Germany undertakes to compensate her nationals in t of the sale
or retention of their property, rights, or interests. (Ibid, art. 207 (i).)

This right in the Versailles treaty and the rights reserved in

| the Knox-Porter resolution were preserved to us in the treaty

of Berlin.

II.—OvR COoURTS AND ENeLISH CoUrTS, WHILE RECOGNIZING THE NAKED
RicHT OF CONFIScATION, CoNpEMN Irs EXERCIsE,

A. DECISIONS OF THE UNITED STATES,

(1) In former times the right to confiscate debts was admitted as an
acknowledged doctrine of the law of nations, and in strictness it may
be said to exist, but it may well be considered as a naked and impolitic
vight, condemned bi the enlightened conscience and judgment modl-
ern times. * * There is no exigency in war which requirea that

ts should confiscate or annul the debts due by mtlzens of the
other contending party. Grant that the law of nations is that debts
due from individuals to the enemy maf by the rigorous applieation of
the rights of war be confiseated, still it is a right which*s seldom or
never exercised in modern warfare. (Hanger v, Abbott (1867), 6 Wall.

532,

(2) Between debts contracted under the faith of laws and property
acquired in the course of trade on the faith of the same laws reason
draws no distinction and although in practice vessels with their car-

oeg, found in port at the declaration of war, may have been selzed it
ds mot believed that modern -usage would sanction the selzure of the
goods of an enemy on land which were mecquired in peace in the
course of trade. Such a preoceeding js rare and would deemed a
hmiJSh Sﬂesrcti..?re gl; J;I:;e rights of war. (Chief Justice Marshall in Brown
. i oy ) .

(3) There is mo exigency in war which requires that belligerenta
should confiseate or annul the debts due "G' the citizens of the other
contending party. (Han v, Abbott (1867), 6 Wall. 532.)

(4) Confiscation of debts is considered a dlsreputahle thing among

nations of the present day; and indeed nothing s more
strongly evincive of this truth than that it has gone into general
desuetude, and whenever put into practice provision {8 made by the

treaty whieh terminates the war for the mutual and complete restora-
tion of contracts and payment of debts. (Justice Patterson in Ware v.
Hylton, 3 Dull. 199 at 255; and see also Judge Wilson, ibid. p. 281 ;
and Judge Cushing, ibid. 283.)

(5) It may not be unworthy of remark that it is very unusual, even
in cases of conquest, for the congueror to do more than to displace the
sovereign and assume dominion over the country. The modern usage
of natlons which has become law would be violated ; that sense of
fustice and of right which is acknowledged and felt by the whole civi-
ized world wo be outraged if private property should be generally
confiseated and private rights annulled. * * * If this be the
modern rule, even in cases of conguest, who can doubt its application to
the case of an amicable cession of territory? (Chief Justice Marshall,
U. 8. v. Percheman, 7 Pet. 51.)

(B) DECISIONS OF ENGLISH COURTS.

Many English authorities are collected and reviewed in the
case of ex-Czar of Bulgaria's property (July 80, 1920), 123
Law Times, 661. In this case the Crown had undertaken to for-
feit property belonging to the ex-Czar of Bulgaria In Great
PBritain. It was held that the right did not exist because of
the British “trading with the enemy act,” which was incon-
sistent. The court, however, said that except for the act the
Crown would have had the right of forfeiture.

I quote, however, certain parts of the decision to show how
the court condemned confiscation :

The right to forfeiture and the trading with the enemy legislation
are concerned with all enemy property, and it must be remembered
that the right to forfeit, although its existence is recognized, has beem

eriticized and its exercise deprecated rt(? Sfruct.len!lx all writers on
law in modern times. Lo %

I tional erndale, p. GG5.)
“?m‘s * Lastly, for more than 1&0 years it has ot been exercised,
so far as a record produeced to us shows, in the case of private p

! of enemies, the only form of property with which we are coneerne
fﬁ the tendency of writers on international law has been, while
admitting the existence of the right, to deprecate on grounds of
humanity and from economical copsiderations the ussertion of it in

times in which we live, with the intimate relations between the
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inhabitants of different countries brouﬁht about by improved facilities
of communications, ete. (Lord SBterndale, pp. 667-6G8.)

But, apart from such judielal views, the propriety of the exercise of
any arbitrary right of forfeiture has been increasingly made the sub-
ject of disapproval by writers on international law, while the unwis-
dom of its exercise in the gemeral case, because such exercise was cal-
culnted to expose British subjects to like measure on the rt of their
enemies, and in many eases to put them in the position of being obliged
to pay their debts twice over, was generally insisted upon. (Lord
Younger, L. J., pp. 669-670,)

¢ * * ]t will be noticed that while under the act every purpose
of forfeiture under the prerogative not merely pensl is attained in that,
while its procedure when adopted is effective to deprive an enemy
owner of property within the realm of any beneficial interest therein
while the war lasts, its provisions also permit complete justice to be
done to him on the conclusion of pence in respect of his property pre-
served and admioistered during the war, {Lord Younger, L. J., p.

It will be noted on reading this case carefully that the court
does not follow the case of Wolff v. Oxholm (6 M. & 8. 92),
which has been cited with approval by our courts.

That case involved the confiscation by Denmark of a debt of
a British subject. The British court was there deciding a clear
question of international law, took a strong stand against con-
fiscation of debts of enemy nationals, and denied the right un-
der international law to confiscate.

In eases where the Crown seeks to forfeit, the British courts
hold themselves bound by the policy determined by the Crown,
unless the power has been taken away by act of Parliament.

The views of Great Britain when her own subjects are in-
volved is shown by the Wollf case and the British protest
against the confiscatory acts of the Confederate States herein-
after quoted. Great Britain is for the enlightened policy of
nonconfiseation when the property belongs to British subjects.

(C) INTERNATIONAL LAW TEXTS.

Finally, with unpecessarily multiplying authorities on a pomnt
which is undisputed, we may quote from Hall the following passage :

* Property he]ol;\fln to an e=nemy which is found by a belligerent
within his own jurisdiction, except property entering territorial waters
after the commencement of war, may
munity from confiscation,”
of International Law.)

IIIL.—Tnor QUESTION OF CONFISCATION 1S ONE OF POLICY TO BE DE-
TERMINED BY THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, AND WHEN
INVOLVED IN TREATY, OF COURSE, THE EXECUTIVE ALSO.

(1) The guestion, What shall be done with enemy property in
our country ®* * ¢ s proper consideration of the legislature, not
the executive or judiciary. (Brown v. U. 8. (1814), 8 Cr. 110;
3 Law Ed. 504; Huberich, p. 232.)

(2) If Virginia as a sovereign State violated the ancient or mod-
ern law of nations in making the law of the 20th of October, 1777,
“ eonfiseating debts,” she was answerable in  her litical ecapacity
to the British nation, whose subjects have Dbeen injured in conse-
quence of that law. Suppose a general right to confiscate British
property is admitted to be in Congress, and Congress had confiscated
all British property within the United States, Ineluding private debts,
would it be permitted to contend in any court of the United States
that Congress had no power Lo conflscate such debts by the modern
law of nations? If the right is conceded to be in Congress, it neces-
sarily follows that she Is the judge of the exercise of the right as
to tlze extent, mode, and manner. (Ware v. Hylton, 3 Dall. 109,
at - 224.)
1IV,—THE ESTABLISHED AMERICAN POLICY 18 OPPOSED TO CONFISCATION.

a. Now, since our courts, British courts, and authorities on
international law had condemned confiscation of the private
property of enemy nationals, although recognizing it as a
naked right, and since it has been expressly held to be a matter
of poliey, it becomes important to determine what is the estab-
lished American policy.

(1) THE REVOLUTIONARY WAR,

This was at a time when the Nation was in a formative stage,
Congress itself passed no confiscatory measures. The individoal
States under the Articles of Confederation had sequestered and
confiseated property, particularly British debts. Nevertheless,
in our treaty of 1782, we provided:

Anr. IV. It is agreed that creditors on either side shall meet with
no lawful impediment to the recovery of the full value in sterling
money of all bona fide debts heretofore contracted.

ART. V. It is agreed that the Congress shall earnestly recommend
it to the legislatures of the respective States to provide ¥or the resti-
tution of all estates, rights and properties which have been confiscated,
belonging to real Britlsh subjects, = * *,

AnRT, gl. That there shall be no future confiscations made * & =

Then in the Jay treaty (1794), to make more ccrtain our
fulfillment of the obligations we provided for a commission to
fix the amount of loss or damages on account of failure to
restore or compensate for confiscated property; and later in
the treaty of 1802 we provided for fhe payment of $2.664,000
in settlement of these claims.

And the same arguments of self-interest were made then as
now. Alexander Hamilton answered them sgo conclusively in
his articles signed * Camillus” that what he said has almost
become the American textbook on rights of private property of
belligerents on land, and is quoted by most authorities on

sald to enjoy a practical im-
(John Bassett Moore, vol, 7, p. 308, Digest

international law as the statement of the modern doctrine npon
the subject,

I quote briefly:

Letter XVIII. No powers of language at my command ¢an express
the abhorrence 1 feel at the idea of violating the })mporl:r of indl-
viduals, which in an authorized intercourse, in time of peace, has been
confided to the faith of our Government and laws, on account of con-
troversies between nation and nation. In my view, every moral and
every political sentiment unite to consign it to execration. (Ham-
fiton’s Works, p. 60, vol. 5, Lodge.)

LeTrer XIX. The right of holding or having property in a country
always lmplles a duty on the part of its government to protect that
property and to secure to the owner the full enjoyment of If. When-
ever, therefore, a government grants permission to forelgoers to ac-
quire property within its territories or to bring and deposit it there,
it tacitly promises protection and security. It must be understood to
cngage that the foreign proprietor, as to what he shall have acquired
or deposited, shall enjoy the rights, privileges, and immunities of a
native gro].lr:utor without any other exceptions than those which the
established laws may have previously declared. How can anything else
be understood? Every State, when it has entered into no contrary en-
gagement, is free to permit or not to permit forelgmers to acquire or
bring property within its jurisdiction; but if it grant the right, what
is there to make the tenure of the foreigner different from that of the
native, if antecedent laws have not pronounced a difference? Property,
ng it exists in civilized soclety, if not a creature of, is, at least, regu-
lated and defined by the jaws. They prescribe the manner in which
it shall be used, alienated, or transmitted; the conditions on which
it may be held, preserved, or forfelted. It Is to them we are to lock
for its rights, limitations, and conditions. No condition of enjoyment,
no cause of forfeiture, which they have not specitied, can be pmumed
to exist. An extraordinary discretion to resume or take away the
thing, without any personal fault of the proprietor, iz inconsistent
with the notion of property. This seems always to {mply a contract
between the society and the individual, that he shall retain and be pro-
tected in the possession and use of his property so long as he shall
obseérve and perform the conditions which the laws have annexcd
to the tenure. It is neither natural nor equitable to consider him as
subject to be deprived of it for a cause foreign to himself; still less
for one which may depend on the volition of pleasure, even of the very
government to whose protection it has been confided; for the proposi-
tion which affirms the right to confiscate or sequester does not dis-
tingulsh between offensive or defensive war; between a war of ambi-
tion on the part of the power which exercises the right, or a war of
self-preservation against the assaults of another. ”

The property of a foreigner placed in another country by %e-rmmsinn
of its laws may justly be reiamied as a deposit, of which the soclety
is the trustee. How can it be reconciled with the idea of a trust to
take the property from its owner, when he has personally given
no cause for the deprivation? (Pages 68 and 69, Hamilton's Works,
vol. 5, Lopag.)

{2) THE MEXICAN WAR.

Congress did not confiscate private property and carefully
preserved the rights of individual owners in the ceded lands,
Article 8 of the treaty of 1848 provided:

Mexicans now established in Territories previously belonging to
Mexico, and which remain for the future within the limits of the
United Btates as defined by the present treaty, shall be free to con-
tinue where thef now reside or to remove at any time to the Mexican
Republle, retaining the prc?erty which they possess in the said Ter-
ritories or disposing thereof and removing the proceeds wheréver they
please, without their being subjected on this aceount to any contribu-
tlon, tax, or charge whatever.

In the said Territories property of ever
Mexicans not established there shail be inviol
ent owners, the heirs of these, and all Mexicans who may hereaflter
acrﬁ:im sald property by contract shall enjoy with respect to it‘guar-
lén teﬁ equally ample as if the same belongcdyto citizens of the United

tates,

kind now belonging to
bly re ted. The pres-

(3) THE CIVIL WAR,

The action of the Congress during the Civil War resembled
confiscation. In reality, however, it was merely confiscation of
property used and employed In promoting insurrection.

Charles Cheney Hyde (1922) voluiue 2, on page 238, analyzes
our action:

In the course of the Civil War, the United States, in its endeavor
to suppress the insurrection, and by way of punishment for disloyalty
and treason on the part of the owners, undertook by an act of Con-
fms of July 17, 1862, to confiscate property found within the Union
ines. The principle acted usmn differed essentially from that involved
in conflscating property of allen enemies, and gives no support by way
of precedent to such procedure. On August 6, 1861, the Congress
enacted a law for the confiscation of property purchased or acquired,
sold or given with intent to aid or abet or promote the insurrection
or registance to the laws, or in case the owner of property should
knowingly use or pl , OF t to the use of employment of
it, for such purpose. Ig wasg thus the nature or the use of property
rather than the character of the owner which was made the ground
of confiseation. It is not believed that this law, in view of the nature
of the conflict then existing, Indicates legislative approval of the con-
fisecation in a foreign war of the pmgerty of alien enemjes within the
national domain. As careful an observer as Hall declared that
this act of Congress was the only Instance of belligerent confiscation
of private Eroperty from the close of the Napoleoni¢c wars until the
time when he wroie; yet he expressed doubt as to whether the usage
was old and broad enough to establish a rule applicable to all forms
of private property.

The Confederate Congress passed an act of confiscation which
applied as such laws usually do, to all persons living in the
enemy country.

Great Britain protested against this act in the language:

Her Majesty's Government have recelved urgent representations
from parties in this country connected in business with, and having
establishments in, the Northern States of America, of the hardship
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and injustice avldch this act of the Confederate States, if applied to
British subjects domiciled in the United States, can not to in-
flict upon them.

Now, whatever may have been the abstract rule of the law of natiens
on this point in former times, the instances of its application in the
manner contemplated by the act of the Confederate Congress in modern
and more civilized times are so rare and have been so gel ly cem-
demued that it may almost be said to have become obsolete. The con-
flnuiu? flspr.eemcd by Wheaton on this subject (Elements, 6th ed., p. 369)
s o8 follows :

“ It appears, then, to be the modern rule of International usage that
grop«rty of the enemy found within the territory of the belligerent
itate, or debts dve to his subjects by the Government or individoals
at the commencement of hostilities, are not liable to be selzed and con-
fiscated as prize of war, * * ¥

(¢) THE BPANISH-AMERICAN WAR. .

There was no confiseation by Congress. In the treaty there
was a mutual relinguishment of claims, each Government agree-
ing to take care of the claims of its own nationals, and this has
been erroneously cited as a precedent for taking this property.
It clearly is not. The dectrine of nonconfiscation of private
property on land belonging to enemy nationals rests upon the
theory that the property was brought here in reliance upon our
hospitality and jostice. A mere vague, unliguidated claim grow-
ing out of some alleged wrong to a Spanish citizen, only enforce-
able through diplomatie correspondence, stands upon an entirely
different footing.

(5) THE WORLD WAR.

The very enactment of the sections of the * trading with the
enemy act,” providing fer taking over enemy property, was the
announcement of a policy of respecting the property of enemy
nationals.

A. THE LANGUAGE OF THE ACT,

The “ trading with the enemy act ” provides that the property
ghall be held in trust and that—
after the end of the war any claim of any ene or ally of enemy to
any money or other -proPerty received and held by the Allen Property
Custodian or deposited in the United States Treasury shall be settled
as Congress shall direet.

B.—Ix THE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.
1. HOUSE.

Moreover, the prescrvation of enemy property b, vernmental
agencies is'to the best imterest of the enemy uugjec{ 1f. The
fortune of trade in time of war renders precarious the solvency of

debtors or holders of property, and the assumption of the debt or

custody of the property by the Government gives the enemy or all
gftene the best possible protection. (H. Rept. No. 85, 65th (‘m:x..y
st sess.

2. BENATE.

Under the old xule warring nations did not respect the pro
rights of their enemies, but a more ed opinion prevails at
the present time, and it 48 now thought to be entirely proper to use
the property of ememdes spithout comfiscating it. * * * In other
words, we fight the ememy with his own during the war
but we do not permanently confiscate it. temporary consed&tlou
of enemy property is also comservation of enemy property, for it takes
the prgg:rtg from the hands of debtors or agents, as to whose sol-
yeney enemy would otherwise be ebHged to assume the risk, and
it invests the property in the safest security in the world—bonds of
the United States—or depesits it in Government depositories, (8. Rept.
No. 113, 65th Cong., 18t sess,)

C. DEBATES.

Mr. HiLr, Then, as I understand it, it is practical confiscation now,
but subject to the courtesy and kindness of Congress after the war Is
over, so far as actual money is concerned,

in case of mtants
if - ulli i1l take thi d

w e this property an

invest it in the best security in the world. It will take property
which does not belong to debtors In this country, and who may not
be solvent at the end of the war, and hold it for final disposition after
the war. In other words, the (lovernment undertakes to do by these
enemy creditors better than the resident debtors or such emeny
creditors could do for themselves.

Mr, Hizz, = =+ = not permit it to be placed in the bill and
not say, as this bill does, that we will invest it for our own benefit,
and perhaps by and by, after five years from now, after the war is
over, Congress may take some action for their relief?

Mr. MoNTaAGUE. My individual views are that by impounding this
property it is made to serve the interests of America in this great
strufgle. and at the same time fts final end honest p t to the
ereditor i3 made more secure. (Vol. 53, Part V, CoNG. CORD, B85th
Cong., 1st sess., pp. 4844 and 4845.)

D. STATEMENT OF ALIEN FROPERTY CUSTODIAN,

Having In mind these two provisioms, this office has recommended in
a public hearing before the proper congressional committer that legis-
lagl)on be enacted as indica above, which is a preliminary step in the

ttimate return of all of this property, bearing in mind the time-

onored principle that private property of citizens is not to be utilized
for the payment of national debts. Tf the lesisiation suggested is
enacted into law, there will be ample property left to mperﬁr guaran-
tee the settlement of American claims in accordanee with the terms of
the peace resolution. (Annual report of the Alien Property Custodian
for the year 1922‘.3. 8.)

Mr. AL Mr, ller, suppose that Congress should now definitely
determine that it will not take private property for the satisfaction of
claims, Would you then know of any reason why Congress should any

longer hold th Kroparty!

)Er. MiLLER. No; if thlzlgali 1s arrived at there would not be any
further reason why we should. (Hear before the House Committee
th Cong., 4th sess., p. 17.)

on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

but giving a legal right to |
The Government will act,

E. BTATEMENT oF DEPARTMENT OF BTATE.
{2) THB SECRETARY.

Up to this Congress has not committed itself to a confiscator
olicy. (Letter, Secretary Hughes to Senator Nelson, July 29, 1922,
ouse Hearings, p. 801.)

(b) MB, CARR.

Mr. SaxpEms. Thank you very much, Mr, Chairman. 1 lay that
foundation about the State Departmient and the Congress, Mr. Carr, so
that it may be clearly understood what I am driving at. [f there is
any policy up to date with reference to a confiscation, or any partial
confiscation, it is to be found in the resolution of the éongwu.

Mr. Cagr. That is true.

Mr. BaxpErs. And at most that can be regarded only as a reserva-
tion of the rights te confiscate. .

Mr, Cagr. To the extent of these claims?

Mr. SaxpEEs. To the extent of these claims.

Mr. Carr, 1 do not understand that there iz any polley whatsoever
of confiseation, Certainly I do not understand that Becretary of
State would favor a policy of confiscation. The Secretary of State has

merely carrying out what Congress itself required should be done
looking to the early settlement of the matter and the pretection of
the interests of the American claimants.

V.—THE AMERICAN POLICY oF INVIOLABILITY OF PrIvATE PROPERTY ON
LAND BELONGING TO ENEMY NATIONALS SHOULD BE CONTINUED,

From an economic standpoint, American interest dictates
that course. American investments in foreign eountries amount
to approximately five and one-half billions of dollars, accord-
ing to a letter written to me on January 20, 1923, by the Bu-
reau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce. Our foreign trade
touches every country in the world. We need foreign invest-
ments here in order to furnish facilities for our great export
trade. It would pay many times over to pursue the course
that would inspire the greatest confidence in those whose
investments we seek.

But from the standpoint of national morality and self-respect
we must not retain the property. While the Government has
very properly retained the funds and preperty for such reason-
able time as was necessary for legislation to be passed to turn
it back in an orderly way, nevertheless an indefinite retention
of the property for the purpose of security or pledge in favor
of claims of our own nationals against Germany, or as a sup-
posed means of pressure to accomplish the satisfaction of such
claims, would amount to partial confiseation and would be
repugnant to the most enlightened principles of international
law.

‘The bill introduced in the Senate by Senator UxpErwoon
(8. 3852) must never be agreed to by this body. My inter-
pretation of the trading with the enemy aet, its various
amendments, the Knox-Porter resolution, the Versailles treaty,
and the Berlin treaty, which confirms the Knox-Porter resolu-
tion and preserves the rights aceruing to us by the terms of
the Versailles treaty, leads me to the conclusion that we have
merely preserved the right, if we should see fit to exercise
it, to confiscate the property held by the Alien Property Cus-
todian and have left the determination of the American policy
in that regard to the Congress of the United States.

The establishment of the general principle of the inviolability
of the right of private property under international law is as
jmportant to international trade as was the inviolability of
private property secured by the Coustitutiom of the United
States to demestic trade.

This Government is basing its refusal to recognize Russia
and Mexico upon the failure of these Governments to respeet
the rights of property. It is therefore extremely important, in
respect to property situated in the United States which may not
perchance be under the protection of our Constitution, that we

serupulously give it the protection which by our assertions it

ought to have.

We declared war because other nations desiroyed the lives
and property of American citizens in violation of international
law. In the prosecution of that war we poured out our treas-
ure and the lifeblood of our sons. It was not in vain, The
world in the centuries to come will remember we were not too
proud to fight and will know that we shall not count the cost
when confronted with like violations of our sacred rights.

Our cost to date in treasure is above $30,000,000,000, and our
cost in life is over 75,000 souls.

Shall we, in the aftermath and as a part of that great world
tragedy, for a few paltry millions pursue a course which is
inconsistent with our national honor and self-respect?

Our duty seems so clear that we ought not to hesitate. The
faet that by our violation of duty we may enhance the interest
of certain claimants who are American eitizens ought not to
affect the performance of the duty. It is easy te do right when
we are not tempted to do wrong, but our fidelity to justice
ought not to be shaken by temptation. By refusing to yield te
that temptation we shall give stronger evidence of our national
courage. The world is now threatened with Bolshevism, whose



1923.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

4401

very sands of foundation are disvegard of property rights. If
America speaks out in ringing tones for the rights of pmperty
so- sacred to the progress of society, the whole eivilized world
will hear, and what America says will then be indelibly written |
into International law for the guidance of civilization in the
centnries that are to come:

Mr; Chairman, in voting for this measure returning a portion
ofi this: preperty and even Iin veting against amendments pro-

viding for: complete return I do:so with the firm conviction that |

this property should all be now returned, and that the passage
of the measure in its present form is the nearest approach. to
that result possible with only seven days of Congress re-
maining.

America must never apply this property to the payment of
American claims, but must see that the just claims are: paid:
in some other way. [Applause]

Mr, RAYBURN.. Mpr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Harpx].

Mr. HARDY of Texas:. Mr. Chalrman, if this were a propo-
sition depending upon the inability of our Governmment beeause
of its finaneial strength to pay in full what we owe, I. should
favor a proposition by which we might pay 10 per cent now,
postponing the final payment to & future date; but: we owe this

property to certain people who were in our midst as residents
here, or who invested money In property here under eur laws [

and nnder our invitation, as well as under the specifie: terms of
our treaty with Germany at the time they came here. They
invested their money here—and there was a guaranty for
themr under that treaty, and under our law and international |
law, that in ease of war with Germany we would protect their
property. Suppose it is true that Germany gunaranteed to our
citizens the same thing; and that is true. Suppose it is also
true that we recognize new that Germany is bankrupt and cam
not or will not; keep her' promise, will not pay what she owes
to. American citizens; still I assert that that does not give us
the right to repudiate our obligation to individuals or to deny
or fo refuse to pay what we, as a people, owe to the German
citizen under our guaranty and under our laws. It is the
same thing as if A owes a debt to B and D owed a debf to C.
When it comes time for A to settle his debt to B he says, “1
am responsgible, T have got the money, but O, & friend of mine,
has a debt against D and D is bankrupt, and I am going to
cancel my debt to you by setting it off against the debt that
I owes to C.” We propose here to pay the obligation: that our
Government owes. to. German nationals. who came here under
our' laws by setting' that debt off against what Germany, a
bankrupt, owes to seme of our eitizens. The propesition s im-
moral, it is a clear repudiation of an admitted obligatien. And

for Members to declare that they do not imtend to confiseate:

property while they are in the very act of confiseating it seems
to me simple hypoerisy and false pretense. They say they may
hold this property 50 years: until its owners are dead, and yet
they say they will not confiseate it.

fuppese we assnme that Germany never can or never will
pay what she may owe to some of our eitizens: Then the prin-
ciple embodied in' this' law is that we will hold thereafter the
property of Germans here as security, and it ean net be se-
curity to be realized out of unless it be sold.

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HARDY of Texas. I will yield.

Mpr. MONDELIL. Just who is it that preposes: what the
gentleman has just stated? Just who ig it that propuses that
we shall confiscate these properties?

My, HARDY of Texas. Why, If the gentleman does not know
that when you hold property as security you can only make it
seenrity by the sale of it in case of default in payment. If he
does not know that the very assertion of the right to hold it as
gecurity is an assertion: of the right of appropriation,

My, MONDELIL. Then, when the Democratic administration
touk this property over, by taking it over the Demoeratic ad-
ministration said that they proposed its confiseation?

Mr. HARDY of Texas. I am glad the gentleman made that
statement, because it was asserted here yesterday on that side
that we had deeclared the erigimal taking over was wrong.

Never so. But when our Natien got at war with Germany it |

was right; 1t was our duty to do two things to protect our
people in the stress of war, so we took over these properties to
keep them: from being used for the benefit of the German Gov-
ernment doring the war and also to protect It while the war
lasted..

Mr. SNYDHR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HARDY of Texas. The declaration on this side was [

we took the property for these two purposes—that is, to prevent
it being used against us and to preserve amd proteet it for
its owners: I will yield to the gentleman, Mr. SNYDER.

M. SNYDER. The fact that we are paying back 92 per
: cent’ of these claims under this legislation—that is, 92 per cent
In number of the claims—Is not that a very fair indieation that
i we intend to pay all of them?

Mr. HARDY of Texas: If yeuw intend to de if; why do not
| yow pay themr; yow ave able to do it.

Mr. SNYDER. The gentleman knews as well as every other
| gentleman I can not he dowe at this time.

Mr. HARDY of Texas. Ah, I know no such thing. I know
( the Government off the United States propeses now by a bill to
pay hundreds: of millions of dollars out to help certain Inter-
ests,
We took this: property to protect it and: prevent: its hostile use,
1and now the war is ended. We are obligated to return the prop-

| erty, we acknowledge it, but we say we will not return it yet.

L}I:; SNYDER. But we are paying 92 per cent of the claims
: 50 heldl

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. HARDY of Texas. May I have one minute additional?
| I want to answer the last snggestion.

Mr, RAYBURNL. I yield the gentleman one additional minute;
y  Mr. BARDY of Texas. We are paying 92 per cent in: number,
and politically that may be: wise, because yow may thereby get
| 92 per cent of the German vote affected.

Mr. SNYDER. T hope that is so, but I doubt it

Mr. HARDY of Texas. I do not know whether it will or not,
i but that is the reason, or one of the reasens, why you pay these
liftle claims amd refuse to pay the big ones. If you are honest
vyou will pay both. For this Gevernment to repudiate its obli-
| gations in whole or in part—repudiation is as dark, as damna-
ble when perpetrated by & government as it is when perpe-
trated by an individual under any excuse whatsoever.
| Mr. LINTHICUM. Would it not be better to pay a certain
. percentage of these claims rather than not to pay any? :

Mr, HARDY of Texas. Yes.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mp; Chairman, I yield five min-
utes: to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoNbERL].

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, as one of those who have
always held, and: have frequenily stated, that whatever our
vights may be under international law we never shall con-
| fiscate: the property of allens: taken during the war, I am
a good deal surprised at the sudden interest evinced by the
| gentleman frem Texas [Mr. RAavsurs], whe up to this good
hour has been entirely indifferent to the whele matter but who
now: insists that we return, without regard fo existing eondi-
tions, all of this property; If anybody in authority under the
|American flag has by direct action or inference held or sug-
, gested that Americm will confiscate sueh property, it was the
Demeeratie administration and Democratie Members who, not
protesting the attitwide of the administration, agreed to it
It was a Democratic adminlstration that took the property, and
' it was right that they sheuid, although they went far afield
In deing se. It was under a Democratic administration that
the questienable practices occurred which have reflected on
the fair mame of America in our handling of this property.
|1t was a Democratic: administration that negotiated the treaty
under which this property might be confiscated. Now, I am
not charging my Democratie colleagues with being favorable
'to or in approval of such action, but up to the end of their
| administration, that lasted more than two years and o half after
‘ the signing of the armistice. no voice on that side of the aisle
was raised fer the return of a dollar of this property and no
word came from the administration propesing it.

Mr. RAYBURN. The Demoerats did not have the House of
Repmentaﬁvas until immediately after the signing of the
| armistice:
| Mr. MONDELL. The gentlemen were not necessarily h-
less because they did not have a majority, but' they did not
speak. But now, when we are proposing to do the fair, the
just, and the reasonable thing, gentlemen insist we return all
the: property. You want us to do this, notwithstanding the
! effeet it might have on the mized commission now sitting or on
the Buropean situation.

With Europe on: the verge: of an explosion and conditions ex-
|isting under which everything done here Is magnifled in the
minds of those people over there, the gentleman proposes action
which would be interpreted im Germany as: an entire reversal
| of Ameriean opinfen and approval in toto ef the present Ger-
‘man attitode

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Chairman, will the: gentleman yield?

Mr; MONDELL., I have only a brief time.

I am glad that all the gentlemen on that side are not trying
to play pelities with this' tremendously important gquestion. I

‘am glad that some of the gentlemen on that side—a consider-

I know we have got meney emough to pay our just debts, - ~
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able number, I hope—will join with us in doing this thing which
should have been done long ago, and In doing it in a reason-
able way, returning the property of three-quarters of those who
have property with our Government; relieving those of limited
means, doing as much as can be crystallized into action by
the Allen Property Custodian's office between now and the
meeting of the Congress in December.

Mr. HAWES. Mr. Chalrman, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. MONDELL., I am glad there are a few gentlemen on
that side who are willing to take the same patriotic attitude
toward this problem that we on our side assumed toward all
the problems of the war. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming
has expired.

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Chalrman, I yleld to the gentleman
from Tennessee [Mr., Garrerr] five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is recog-
nized for five minutes.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, AMr. Chairman, it has remained
for the gentleman from Wyoming to utter the first partisan
wouls that I have heard in the course of this discussion.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes,

Mr, SNYDER. The gentleman could not have been listening
when the gentleman from Texas [Mr, Harpy] made his speech
just a moment ago.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennesse, Oh, I believe the gentleman
from New York did ask a question, which caused the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. Harpy] tor answer. I am sorry I had for-
gotten the question of the gentleman from New York.

Mr. SNYDER, 1 am sure the gentleman overlooked that.

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. The test of the pudding is in
the chewing of the string. The gentleman from Wyoming,
speaking, I assume, for his party—because he made party refer-
ences throughout—undertook to leave the impression that that
side of the House would stand for a return of this property
and against confiscation. In a few moments the amendment of
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Raysurx] will be voted upon,
and gentlemen on that side of the House will have the oppor-
tunity of letting the country know how they stand upon that
matter.

Why is it, since this is a question of principle, that we should
not refurn all if we return any? The gentleman speaks of the
fact that the Democratic administration was in power at the
time the property was seized. Quife so. But would any gentle-
man on that side have had the Democratic administration act
differently? Oh, but the gentleman from Wyoming said that
during the first Congress after the armistice had been slgned no
Democratic voice was raised upon this subject. There could be
no Democratic voice raised here in any authoritative way——

Mr. MONDELL. A Democratic President was still In
office——

Alr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Because the Republicans con-
trolled the Congress, and by reason of the machinations of those
who wrote round robins and who were willing to destroy the
peace of the world in order to defeat the Democratic Party, the
efforts of the Democratic President were nullified by the Re-
publican Senate.

Mr, MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yeg,

Mr, MONDELL. Was the Democratic President without
voice, or simply without inelination in regard to this matter?

AMr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The Democratic President had
wrought out a great treaty looking to the settlement upon terms
of justice of all these questions, and that treaty was held up
in the treaty-ratifying body by a power that was willing to send
the world to damnation if that would hold the Republican
Party in power.

Mr. MONDELL.
right there?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes.

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman said that the Democratic
President negotiated a treaty on terms of justice, The gentle-
man knows that one of the provisions of that treaty contem-
plated the confiseation of this property? [Applause.]

Alr, GARRETT of Tennessee, The gentleman does not know
anvthing of the sort. It did not contemplate the confiscation of
property. No administration of this country at any time, any-
where, ever committed itself to a principle of confiscation of
property. [Applause.] That which was done in the treaty, as
the gentleman from Wpyoming well knows, was that it should
be leld, not for the purpose of the payment of private claims
or of Government claims—-—

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ten-
nessee has expired.

Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman two
additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is recog-
nized for two additional minutes.

Mr. BLANTON. Mpr. Chairman, will the gentleman yvield for
a question? Everybody except the gentleman from Wyoming
knows that for four years the Republicans have been In charge
of the Speaker, of all committees, of the organization in the
House, and of all legislation, and have not made any attempt to
return this property.

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee.

Mr. BLANTON. Not until just now.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. And then return small
amounts, about 93 per cent of the number but a small per cent
of the amount.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinols.
yield?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. It has taken about four years to
find out where it was hid. [Laughter.]

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do not understand what the
gentleman means by that. g

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. It has taken four vears for the
present administration to find out where the last administration
had put that question.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee.
mean by that?

Mr. GRAHAM of 1llinois. I mean that all kinds of sales and
contracts had been entered into by the Alien Property Cus-
todian for the disposal of this property. It was almost impos-
sible to find out where it was and to whom it belonged,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. You have found out, as [
understand it now, where it s up to $10,000. Have you not
found out anything about the other? [Laughter.]

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. It has taken a good deal of time
and effort to do it,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennesee. What is the difference in prin-
ciple between $10,000 and about $10,0007

Mr. DENISON. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gar-
BETT made a statement which I think he did not intend to
make. He said the treaty of Versailles did not give the allied
Governments the power to use the property of German nationals
for the payment of private claims. Let me read this and see if
he does not think he is wrong,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. ORI, no. The gentleman i8 mis-
taken. I did not say that. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr.
MoxpeLL] stated that it gave the power of confiscation. I stated
that there was never any intentlon in the treaty of Versailles
of confiscating this property. [Applause.]

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES,

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Loxe¢worTH having.
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing
from the President of the United States was presented by Mr.
Latta, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House of
Representatives that the President had approved and signed
bills and joint resolution of the following titles:

On February 13, 1923:

H. R, 18696, An act making appropriations for the Executive
Office and sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, com-
missions, and offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924,
and for other purposes;

On February 14, 1923:

H. R. 855. An act for the relief of Fred G. Leith, United
States Navy;

H., R. 10211. An act authorizing an appropriation to meet
proportionate expenses of providing a drainage system for
Piute Indian lands in the State of Nevada within the Newlands
reclamation project of the Reclamation Service;

H. R. 10817. An act to amend section 100 of the judicial
code of the United States;

H. R. 11389. An act for the rellef of Robert Guy Robinson ;
and
H. R. 13593. An act making approprlations for the Post
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and
for other purposes.

On February 15, 1923 :

H. R. 6204. An act to grant the military target range of
Lincoln County, Okla,, to the city of Chandler, Okla., and re-
serving the right to use for military and aviation purposes, and

H. R. 12887. An act granting a pension to Jacob F, Rosen-
berger.

On February 16, 1923:

H. R. 5224. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy
to certify to the Secretary of the Interior, for restoration to

No; not until just now.

Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman

What does the gentleman
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the public domain, lands in the State of Louisiana not needed
for naval purposes,

On February 17, 1923: >

H. R. 12007. An act providing for the conveyance of certain
land to the ecity of Boise, Idaho, and from the city of Boilse,
Idaho, to the United States, and

H. R. 13046. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to convey to the city of Wilmington, N. C., marine hospital
reservation.

On February 19, 1923:

H. R. 13760. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to
authorize the construction of drawless bridges across a certain
portion of the Charles River, in the State of Massachusetts,”
approved November 14, 1921,

On February 20, 1923:

H. J. Res. 440. Joint resolution to satisfy the award ren-
dered against the United States by the arbitral tribunal estab-
lished under the special agreement concluded June 30, 1921,
between the United States of America and the Kingdom of
Norway, and

H. R. 13928, An act making appropriations for the legislative
branch of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1924, and for other purposes.

On February 21, 1923:

H. R. 369. An act for the relief of the owner of Old Dominion
Pier A ;

H. R. 7583. An act for the relief of Henry Peters; and

H. R. 13351. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy,
in his discretion, to deliver to the Daughters of the American
Revolution eof the State of South Carolina the silver service
which was used upon the batileship South Carolina.

TRADING WITH THE ENEMY ACT.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I yield three
minutes to the gentleman from Illinols [Mr. DENIisoN].

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, in the inter-
est of accuracy I want to read a paragraph of the treaty of
Versailles. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gasrerr] did
make the statement, although he may mnot remember it, that
the treaty of Versailles did not authorize the allied Govern-
ments to apply the property of German nationals selzed by
the allied Governments to the payment of the claims of na-
tionals of the allied Governments. The section I have refer-
ence to and which T wish now to read to the gentleman from
Tennessee 1s as follows:

All property, rights, and interests of German nationals, within the
territory of any allled or associated power and the net
their sale, Mquidation, or other dealing therewith rged by
that allied or associated power in the first place with payment of
amounts due in res of claims by the natlonals of that allled er
associated power h regard to their p rights and interests,
including companies and associations In whiech they are interested, in
German territory, or debts owing to them by German bpationals, and
with garment of claimrs growlng out of acts committed by the Ger-
man Government or by any German authorities since July 31, 1014,

and before that allled or associated power entered into the war. The

amount of such claims may be assessed by an arbitrator appointed by
Mr. Gustave Ador, If he is willing, or if no such appointment iz made
by him, by an arbitrator :}lppolmed by the mixed arbitral tribunal
provided for in section 6. hey may be in the second place
with payment of the amounts due in respect claims by the nationals
of such allied or associated power with regard to their property, rights,
and interests in the territory of other enemy powers, fn so Inr ms
those claims are otherwlse unsatisfied.

This treaty provided in positive, direet, and unmistakable
terms that the property of German citizens in the allied coun-
tries might be applied by the allied Governments to the payment
of the claims of their nationals against the German Govern-
ment. The gentleman frem Tennessee [Mr. GarrerT] said that
the President signed a treaty whose provisions were just. Now,
I may say that my own view is that that is net confiscation,
I differ with the gentleman from Indiana and with a number
of others on this side, and I think that a study of international
law on this subject will show that it Is not confiscation within
the proper meaning of that term.

Mr. COCKRAN. What is it—appropriation?

Mr. DENISON. It is an appropriation of the property by the
German Government.

Mr. COCKRAN. By the German Government?

Mr. DENISON. An appropriation by the German Govern-
ment of the property of her nationals in this country for the
payment of the German debt to the nationals of this country,
and the German constitution gives that Government the right
to do that.

Mr. RAYBURN. Will the gentleman yield?

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

Mr. RAYBURN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Fisu]. {

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,
this is the most astounding proposition that has been presented
by any committee since I have been a Member of the House.
The committee expects and desires us In a few hours of debate
to violate a well-established principle of international law that
has been built up for a thousand years.

Ever since the Crusades, step by step, this principle of pro-
teeting enemy property bas been developed, and in the last
century the United States Government has led the way. We
have been the foremost champions of this very principle that
the commitiee is asking Congress to vitiate at least in part.
Why, what is this property? It is the property of German
citizeng taken over in accordance with international law dur-
Ing the war so that it could not be used against this country,
and to be held in trust until the end of the war. But in
accordance with every principle of international law that prop-
erty should have been returned within a reasonable time after
the armistice, and it certainly should have been returned after
the signing of the Porter-Knox peace resolution. This prop-
erty belonged to private citizens of Germany who invested in
our indugtries or to those who came over here and accumu-
lated wealth under the protection of our laws. Suppose, for
instance, this property had been seized in Germany. Suoppose
German valuables, gold and silver, had been seized by the
army of occupation. What weuld the world have said if our
army of occupation had taken that wealth and kept it until
the claims of our ecitizens against the Germam Government
had been seftled? Where is there any distinetion? This
property was taken over from peaceful citizens, and that would
have been takem over from a conquered country. Imagine
what a howl there would have been if we had done such a
thing as that.

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FISH. No; I do net yleld. Why, the United States
of America have gone much further than this. They in-
structed their delegates to the first Hague Conference and to
the second Hague Conference to support the preposition that
enemy property should not be seized on neutral boats upon
the high seas. I myself believe that such a policy is un-
tenable, because a government at war should be permitted to
bring pressure upen an enemy government and not permit an
enemy government to use these goods for its own advantage.
But here we have a clean-cut issune whether Congress will
uphold a long-established and recognized principle of inter-
national law or whether it will emasculate or ignore the prin-
ciple. I resent the speech of the majority leader trying to
inject partisan politics into this proposition, because it is one
of principle and nothing else. Either you believe that we
should give back this property in accordance with international
law or you do not believe in the principle that has been built
up through a thousand years and adopted by every civilized
country. A vote against this amendment is a vote against
the hopes and aspirations of civilization itself, [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. -I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. DEMPSEY].

Mr. DEMPSEY., Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, much learning, much research, much eloquence have
been displayed in the course of this debate upon guestions of
international law, and we have harked back also to an ancient
treaty with Prussia. The real question here dees net involve
international law, and for a very obvious and simple reason.
Parties have the right to take their case out of the binding
effect of a particular law if they desire to do so, and this
country, acting through its Secretary of State, negotiated a
treaty with Germany in August, 1921. In that treaty Germany
represented all those for whom these eloguent pleas have been
made. We did not have the right to go back of the returns
and ask Germany whether she in fact represented her nationals,
When she said, “ We represent them and act for them,” as a
matter of international law we were bound to accept her say-
g0. We did accept it, and we negotiated a treaty with her by
which she waived any right to the return of this property until
her debts to us were pald. Now, will the gentleman say that
the Secretary of State was not performing a great public
service when he negotiated that treaty? We had piled up a
debt of $42,000,000,000 during the war. We were not asking a
cent by way of reparations.

All of the other allies were receiving Island possessions, wera
receiving pay in property and in money. France to-day is occu-
pying the Ruhr to collect Germany’s indebtedness to her. Our
expenses were greater than any of our allies, and we did not
ask a cent. Why should not we say, having all that in mind,
“You at least ought to pay to our citizens the snall sum you
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owe them before we return this property.” Was it not natural
and proper for Germany, seeing the generous course we were
taking, to make the reply and the contract which she did?
When she made that contract it superseded all other contracts,
it quferaeded international law, it took the place of it. That
was the agreement between the parties, and it superseded all
else. These debts which Germany owes us or our citizens
amount to a small sum; they will not exceed $15,000,000. We
have $350,000,000 in money and property, besides $200,000,000
in ships, perhaps $550,000,000 in all, and they speak of that
as if it was a reason why we should return all of it. Why,
it is going to be easy for Germany to live up to the terms of
that contract. We have $550,000,000 and we can return a
great part of it, and Germany can without difficulty of any kind
pay our nationals the trifling sum of $15,000,000 which they
owe us. We could in good conscience compel Germany to live
up to the terms of the treaty that she made with us, a treaty
made in times of peace, when Germany was a free agent, three
years after the end of the war; but we say by this bill that
we are not going to exact the full terms of the treaty, we are
going to return 92 per cent in number of all the claims you
have, we are going to return to you $45,000,000 in value, we
will give your nationals the net income of all their property
in our hands, and we do that despite the fact that we have
Germany's agreement to the contrary. [Applause.] This is
kindness, not simply justice. It is a long step toward the
complete adjustment of all the eclaims of German citizens who
had thelr property seized. It affords complete relief to all
those of small means, to those in most need of relief, and it
gives their net incomes to those of larger means. The claims
of our own citizens against Germany will no doubt soon be
adjusted, belng small in amount, and we will be in pesition to
close this whole matter,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York
has expired.

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Chalrman, I yield the remainder of
my time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. CocKRrAN].

Mr., COCKRAN. Mr, Chairman, I hesitate to take the floor
at this moment, it belng quite Impossible in seven minutes to
explain with any degree of clearness the reasons which impel
me with all the energy at my command to support the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. RAYBURN].
But in these few minutes I may be able to state the issue
hefore us, as I understand it, even though I am denied sufficient
time to make clear the momentous consequences which in my
opinion will follow our action on it.

This debate, it seems fo me, has run into the domain of
attorneyship rather than that of statesmanship. We are not,
I venture to remind gentlemen, considering a dispute between
individual citizens about ownership of property, but a great
question of public and international policy. We are to deter-
mine whether, in disposing of certain property taken from
enemy aliens by this Government, we will obey the humane
principles by which this civilization has mitigated in some
degree the worst horrors of war, or follow the immeasurably
harsher methods which all other civilizations have sanctioned
and maintained. Obviously this matter of universal impor-
tance and capital gravity should not be decided according to
legalistic methods of Interpreting written documents but in
the high spirit of statesmanship which should govern a great
nation in the exercise of its sovereignty.

But even on the basis of attorneyship, I doubt very much
whether any gentleman who is a lawyer would in his own
consclence attempt to justify an invasion or disturbance of
individoal property rights by anything contained in that so-
called treaty with Germany, §Sir, that was not a treaty. It
wns a capitulation., HEverybody knows that when she executed it
Germany was in no condifion to refuse any demand made upon
her by this country. She was in no sense free to decide her
own course concerning the different stipulations she was re-
quired to make, She could but do whatever we prescribed.
And surely I could appeal to my good friend from New York,
Judge DeEMPSEY, with his large experience on the bench, to tell
us if an agreement affecting property between private parties
extorted under such conditions came before him in a court of
law whether he would not interpose the equitable powers of
the court to forbid enforcement of it.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COCKRAN. I can not yield; I have only a few minutes.
I want to say now that if anybody wants to ask me a question
in his own time I will gladly answer. But I must insist on

occupying the brief time allotted to me in placing my own views
before the committee.

Mr. Chairman, the task before us, I repeat, is to determine
the course which the American Nation, in

the exercise of its

sovereignty, will pursue with respect to property taken from
nationals of an enemy conquered in battle. prostrate and help-
less at our feet.

What disposition will we make of it? Our conclusion, what-
ever it may be, there Is none to question or dispute, at least
none who can question it to any effect. We have Germany by
the. throat; in & grasp so firm that she is utterly incapable of
resistance,

But there is one force that has always controlled America in
the exercise of its sovereignty; and that s justice—justice as
the Christian revelation has established it.

A condition has now arisen in which we must be governad
either by these American principles and traditions of justice
or revert to the ruthless methods which governed war under
all other clvilizations; the methods of va vietis—" woe to the
vanquished.”

Few Members of this body, I believe, would openly profess
willingness to disregard or nullify the rules and limitations
which our ecivilization has imposed on methods of waging war.
But there are several gentlemen—I must confess I have little
patience with them—who tell us that while they abhor confisca-
tion of private property seized in war, yet as a matter of
prudence they will not vote at the present time to return more
than about 10 per cent of this particular property. Why this
limitation on thelr capacity for virtuous conduct? Because
they say it is not feasible to secure legislation directing return
of the whole,

Mr. Chairman, T have never heard drop from the lips of an
American citizen a confession so painful. Why is the return
of all this property not feasible? Because, forsooth, these gen-
tlemen believe that the Representatives in Congress of the Amer-
ican people—the depositaries of American sovereignty—can not
be induced to do full justice, while they may be persuaded or
cajoled into declaring a 10 per cent dividend on justice. Surely
it must be obvious that if Congress or the American people have
the right to hold this property even for a week after the estal-
lishment of peace they can hold it for a century. Holding
it for any purpose, for any length of time beyond which re-
gard for the public security reguires, is an exercise of owner-
ship over it. And that is confiscation, even though the con-
fiscator may choose afterwards to return a part of it.

Mr. Chairman, I am Invoking now no particular provision
of any treaty. I am discussing the duty which a great Chris-
tian State—the greatest of all Christian States—owes to Chris-
tian civilization.

But even if we are to dispose of this matier in the light of
specific international agreements, I would remind the com-
mittee of the treaty made nearly 100 years ago between Prussia
and this country, which the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
Huppreston] read yesterday. In the light of its stipulations,
immunity of this property from confiscation is not a question
of general international law, It is not even a question of
Christian usage. It is an absolute right, specifically granted
and recognized by this country in a solemn treaty negotiated
in a time of peace, when each party to it was absolutely free
to accept or reject its conditions. And a treaty made under
such conditions can not be annulled or displaced by the terms
of a capitulation, a submission, or a surrender by a vanquished
country to its conqueror, especially when that congueror was
itself one of the parties to it

But, Mr, Chairman, above and beyond all questions of specific
agreements or treaties is the overshadowing importance of guard-
ing and preserving what Christian civilization has accomplished
in mollifying the horrors of war. Among the most important
of these is the immunity of private property from seizure or
destruection. This, together with immunity of noncombatants
from enslavement or death, are the two most important fea-
tures of the contributions made by Christianity to the civiliza-
tion of mankind. Under all ancient clvilizations the rule
governing war was vee victis, The vanquished was entitled
to no consideration of any kind. Not merely was all his
property seized but he himself was killed or made captive
and sold into slavery. By making universal the law of chivalry
which held noncombatants immune from injury to their prop-
erty, their liberty, or their lives, and which not merely forbade
taking the life of a man captured in battle but made pro-
tection of his captive from injury of any kind the first duty
of the captor, Christlanity worked a profound revolution in
the methods of warfare which proved to be of incalculable
value to the civilization of mankind. And these humane prin-
ciples, broadened and confirmed by the experience of mankind,
became, mainly under the leadership of America, the interna-
tional law of Christian civilization, that law which has for one
of its cardinal features the prineiple that private property must
never be destroyed or confiscated. [Applause.]
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Immunity of private property in war will be endangered, if
not destroyed, should this property be withheld from its owners,
mder any pretense or for any length of time, now that peace is
restored,

The late war has wiped away much of the progress which
pivilization has made In robbing confllet of its worst bar-
'harities. Let us at least hold fast that which remalns. Let
‘us not suffer anything to impair the full measure of security
which every private individual should enjoy in the possession
of his property. The American people have always struggled
to extend these principles of humanity. Let us not suffer any-
"thing to be done here which will not merely impede the course
of that beneficent tide but stop if, and even reverse it.

Before this war the American people contended strenuously
in many international conferences and congresses to make pri-
vate property at sea as mmune from seizure as private prop-
erty on land. If the amendment of the gentleman from Texas
be defeated, it will be a proclamation fo the world that not
merely has America ceased to contend for extension to mer-
chant ships at sea of immunity from seiznre but has actually
endangered if not destroyed the Immunity now enjoyed by
private property on land in tlme of war. And this surely
would be not merely a grave discredit to ourselves but a calam-
ity of measureless proportions to the whole human race.

Mr. Chairman, I am not gpeaking now through regard for the
German nationals who are the legitimate owners of this prop-
erty. I speak only and solely for the credlt and welfare, aye,
for the future safety, of the American Nation. She can not
directly or indirectly seize or countenance seizure of this pri-
vate property and maintain unsolled the glorious record of
suceessful efforts for the humanizing of war, which she has
established for over a century. America has longed passion-
ately to make war infrequent, if she can not wholly end it.
Some of our prominent citizens have been heard to urge that
we outlaw war. That, indeed, {s an extravagant conception.
War I8 itself outlawry; and you cam not outlaw outlawry any
more than it is outlawed already. But we can hopa to hold se-
cure the advances which have been made in removing from
war many features of its savagery. And one step, a most im-
portant step, in that directlon we can take here and now by
guarding and preserving the rights of these German nationals
to this property seized in the last war. At least we can see to
it that these rights are not impaired or destroyed by anything
this House will do. [Applause.]

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota, Mr, Chairman, I yield four and
a half minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr, Hustep].

Mr,. HUSTED. My, Chairman, the Berlin treaty was entered
into three years after the war was over, It was not entered into
under duress or coercion. America under such circumstances
never has and America never will exercise duress or coercion.
The provisions of the treaty of Berlin were thoroughly under-
stood by both parties to the treaty and were freely and willingly
acceepted by both parties to the treaty. One of the provisions
contained in section 5 was that the property of German nationals
taken in America during the war should be held by us until some
arrangement had been made for the payment of the clalms of
American nationals, I believe that we are doing exactly what
we ought to do in the premises, exactly what we are under moral
obligation to do in the premises. We are returning to the Ger-
mans all of the money that we can spare, without prejudice and
peril to the rights of American nationals. We are giving every
one of these German clalmants an amount up to at least $10,000 in
full satisfaction or on account of the principal of his claim. In
additlon to that, we are giving the full amount of the net income
derived from these trusts to them, and we are holding the bal-
ance until some adjustment has been made for the payment of
the American clalms. If that is not justice, if that is not right,
if that is not a fair settlement under all of the circnmstances,
especially considering the shocking circumstances under which
some of these claims arose, then I do not know what a fair settle-
-ment is. I do not yield to any man in my wish to have America
.in the future, in the present case, as she always has in the past,
adhere with the greatest scrupulosity to international practice
of high moral authority, but here we have put these provisions

Jin a treaty, and that treaty must not be disregarded. It must be
‘earried out in justice to American claimants. When it comes to
a question of protecting American claimants I think we would be
_remiss in our duty if we did not use the means which the treaty
between the nations has provided.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York
-lias expired.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota, Mr. Chairman, If the motion
of the gentleman from Texas prevails, we agree to turn back
all of the property now in the possession of the Alien Prop-
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erty Custodian. If we vote down his amendment we permif
the return of a substantial amount to each and every claimant
but retain a sufficient amount whereby the payment of the
claims of American citizens will be secured. In drawing up
this bill we have only sought to carry out terms and pro-
visions set forth first in the treaty of Versailles and, secondly,
in the treaty of Berlin. As was said yesterday, and has been
repeated here to-day, those treaties made specific provision for
the retention of this property here In the United States until
the claims of American citizens had either been satisfied or that
Congress had directed the return of the property. If we adopt
the gentleman’s amendment we tell these American claimants
that, so far as we are concerned, they shall not have their day
in court; that their Government will not permit them to satisfy
any judgment that they may obtain for the payment of these
claims. I want to see these American claims paid, and paid in
full ; and if you leave this bill the way it was drawn, eventually
our countrymen who have been victims of the perfidy of
Germany will be able to recover that which is justly due them.

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I am sorry, but I can not
yield at the present time. Here is the situation: These Amer-
ican claimants have clalms aggregating millions upon millions
of dollars. It has always been my idea that the first duty of a
government is to protect the lives and the property of its citi-
zens. [Applause.]

As far back as 1785 we negotiated a treaty with Germany
wherein Germany agreed, in the event that she became engagei
in war with another power, to treat our citizens fairly and in
accordance with well-recognized principles of international law.
The debate yesterday showed that that treaty was still in full
force and effect when the World War broke out in 1914, Ger-
many proceeded to violate its obligations and destroyed the
lives and property of our citizens. The damages run into the
millions, Are we now to tell them that the Government has
abandoned them? Are we going to tell them that we had the
means of securing the payments of these claims but relinquished
them before they were satisfied? Mr, Chairman, It is unthink-
able e,,-d it Is surprising that any such proposal should be sub-
mitted.

I am astounded at the statement of the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Cockran]. He says that we obtained the sig-
nature of Germany to the treaty of Versailles and the treaty
of Berlin by duress. In other words, he says that we forced
Germany to agree to the provisions of these treaties which
hold this property for the securing of the payment of American
claims. Of course the vanquished in a war are subdued by
force, but is that any reason why agreements therein entered
into should be repudiated?

Let us look at this proposition. When we met Germany at
Versailles she knew that she had destroyed the lives and the
property of our citizens in violation of her own agreement
voluntarily entered into. Our commissioners must have told
her that. In any evenf, they participated in securing benefits
of these provisions. When the guilt was brought home to
Germany in this manner she then agreed to make restitution,
in so far as restitution could be made, for having violated a
contract that had been in force and effect for years and which
contract she had voluntarily entered into. This is the first
time that I have ever heard the defense of duress invoked
seriously in a situation of this kind. If this is to be earried
out, then some objectlon can be ralsed agalnst every treaty
that is entered info by the vanquished party following a war.

Now, then, if we agree that it is the business of a govern-
ment to look after the lives and the property of its own eciti-
zens, let me ask, who is going to pay the claims of these
American citizens if we relinquish this security? In the treaty
of Versailles Germany obligated herself to pay millions upon
millions of dollars in reparation for wrongs committed by her.
The Reparations Commission provided for in the treaty of
Versailles have a first llen, so to speak, upon the assets of
Germany. We all know the preseng condition of Germany.
If we relinquish this security it will be decades and decades
before American claimantg get what Is coming to them, even
if Germany in the best of faith seeks to pay them. The Rep-
arations Commissgion will get everything that Germany ecan
possibly spare for years to come.

This being the ecase, if we return this property now, and all
of it, as the gentleman from Texas desires to do, we place the
Government in a position where it must itself, in Lonor, pay
the claims of its citizens. Do you want the Government to do
fhis® Do you want to let Germany go free and draw out of
Uncle Sam's Treasury the necessary moneys with which to pay
these claims? [Applause,] ‘
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Again let me refer to these earlier German treaties—treaties
of amity and commerce, as they were designated. They pro-
vided, in the event that either of the contracting parties should
be engaged in war with another power, for the free intercoursa
and commerce of the citizens of the party remaining neutral
with the belligerent powers. Free vessels were to make free
goods. That same freedom was to be accorded to the persons
‘on board those vessels. No sinkings were to be allowed, and
‘damages were to be properly assessed to the owners of cargoes
for losses produced by unwarranted searches and seizures.
* Women and children ™ were to be nunmolested in their persons
and property. This treaty was in effect for decades, and during
that time was kept by both parties. Germany commenced
breaking it shortly following her entry into the war by vio-
lating almost every part and portion of the specific articles
that have been referred to in this debate.

Let me remind you of what happened to an American vessel
in 1915 off the coast of Ireland. The Lusitania was torpedoed
by a German submarine and sent down with 112 American
‘cltizens on board. Most of these were women and children,
Among them was an American mother with four American-
born children, who were going over to join their father, whose
business had theretofore carried him abroad. They were all
drowned. It was all in gross violation of these earlier treaties—
treaties wherein Germany obligated herself not to molest the
lives of any of our citizens upon the high seas, These treaties
Germany treated as mere scraps of paper as she systematically
proceeded to drown our men, women, and children. Tt was
by sinking the Lusitania, the Susser, the Gulflight, and numer-
ous other American ships that Germany made a dead letter of
‘the treaty.

Gentlemen, it is unthinkable as we view the past that any-
one can advoecate the present returning of all of this property.
[Applause.] The motion of the gentleman frem Texas should
be voted down. :

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired;
all time has expired.

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHATRMAN. The genfleman will state it.

Mr. LONDON, Isitin order for me to ask unanimous consent
to speak for five minutes?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks, the time having been
Jimited by unanimous consent, the Chair ought not to put that
request,

Mr, LONDON. But is it in order to ask unanimous consent
to speak for five minutes?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks he ought not to enter-
tain that request. The question is——

Mr. LONDON. Well, I do make that request.

The CHATRMAN, The Chair will not submit it.

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, a point of order.
was not limited in the House, but it was limited in the commit-
tee. I remind the Chair of that distinction. Would not the
game right prevaill for unanimous consent to be changed?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is a Member of the House, and
the Chair can object. The Chair will not consider the guestion
of extending the time which has been fixed by action of the
committee. The guestion is on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Texas.

The guestion was taken; and the Chair announced the “ noes
appeared to have it.
" Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division.

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 95,

So the amendment was rejected,

Mr. HOCH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment,

The CHATRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. HocH : Page 18, after line 7, Insert a new

‘paragraph, as follows:
“(? %ﬂth respect to such allen properiy held by the Alien Property

Custo&lnn the return of which is not hereln provided for, it 1s hereby
doclared that the United States has no purpose of confiscating the same,
but that such Property s to be held in trust for the owners thereof until
its return shall be provided for by Congress: Provided, That in the re-
tarn of patents, trade-marks, and copyrights this declaration is not
intended to preclude conditions or reservations that may be neces-
gary in order to protect the interests of the United States,”

Mr. GRAHAM of Tllinols. Mr. Chairman, I make the point
of order against the amendment that it is net germane to the
gection of the bill.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will hear the genfleman.

Mr. GRAHAM of Ilinoils. The amendment, as I have gath-
ered it from hearing it read—1 have not seen it heretofore—is
an expression of public policy, being to the effect that it shall

be the policy of the Government to return wall other property

not specifically mentioned in this bill
Jnane to the purposes of this bill.

Now, that is not ger-

The time .

The bill consists of certain amendments to the trading with
the enemy act and provides, in brief, for the return of certain
specific property to certain claimants. Tt provides, for in-
stance, as to German nationals who have not been able here-
tofore to obtain any return of their property, that this prop-
erty may be paid back to them, up to $10,000. It also provides
that of the trusts now in the hands of the Alien Property Cus-
todian 'the net income or profit shall be paid to the cestui que
trust from now on. There are other provisions, hut they are
all for certain specific purposes, namely, the payment of cer-
tain sums of money to certdin claimants. Nowhere within the
Hmits of this bill can be found any expression of any legisla-
tive Intent; nowhere in the bill, as T read it, is there anything
from which the Chair might gather or from which anyone else
might gather what the ultimate purpose of the United 'States
Government is as to the disposal of ‘this property. Tt has been
discussed here on the floor in the presence of ‘the Chair as to
what the meaning of this bill was, whefher the return of
$10,000 was an expression of the idea that we intended to give
back ‘the rest ‘of it or, in fact, whether it was an expression
that we intended to confiscate the rest of it. As to that matter
the bill is entirely silent.

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Hocr] offers an amend-
ment, and in his amendment he proposes, as a policy, to express
the opinion of Cangress that we shall ultimately turn back all
of ‘this property and for the first time injects into the bill an
expression of the policy of the United States Government.

Now, there was mnothing in the original trading with the
enemy act and there has been mothing up to this time in the
way of an expression of sentiment on ‘that subject, and par-
ticularly there is mothing in this particular section on that
.sutiject.

think it is not mecessary for me perhaps to go I par-
ticular length into this matter, except to eall the atterrtlm?ant
‘the Chair to the genersl rule on the subject, and that is that
where specific stbject matters are mentioned in a bill, amend-
ments ‘which are general in their nature have been held on re-
peated -occasions to be out of order. I think that is the rule
here, inasmuch as the bill is confined to specific purposes. T
do not believe ‘that a general expression of policy is at all
germane to the original object to be accomplished by the hill.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, I wish to be heard on the
point «of order.

Mr. HOCH rose.

The OHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. HocH.]

Mr. HOCH. Mr. Chairman, the whole guestion before the

| Chair is the question of the germaneness of this amendment.

'.Ii‘hfe object of the bill i1s to amend the trading with the enemy -~
-act.

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GeamAuM] urged the fact
that this bill is silent as to any policy as to the property not
to ‘be returned. But the fact that the bill is silent on that
certainly does not prove that a declaration on that subject
would not be germane.

What is the purpose of the bill before us? It is not simply
for the purpose of returning a certain amount of property,
but the bill deals in a general way with fhe provisions of the
trading with ‘the enemy act. In nmumerous places in this hill —
there are references to all of the alien property. Can it be
said that we can bring in here a bill having to do with turning
back a certain part of the alien property, and referring to all
the alien property, and yet it is not permissible to make a
declaration about the alien property which is not to be returned
under the provisions of the bill?

I would call the attention of the Chalr to the expression on
page 3, line 18, in respect to all money and other property. All
through this bill we find references to the total amount of
property held by the Alien Property Custodian. It also deals
with the Income of all the remaining part of fhe property, and
specifically turns it back to the owners.

Now, it seems to me on the guestion of germaneness there
can not be any question that on a bill dealing in a general way
with a whole subject like this it is in order to make a general
declaration of policy with reference to that part of the prop- ’
erty which is not turned back to the owner.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule, The trading
with the enemy act deals with the seizure, holding, maintenance,
operation, and disposal of the property of alien enemies and
others. This amendment is to section 9 of the bill, which deals
directly with the disposal of property so seized and held by the
Government.

If this bill provided only for the consideration of claims of
$10,000 and under, the Chair might be inclined to think that the

point of order made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
GramAM] should be sustained. But this bill deals with a part,
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at least, of all the property held by the Alien Property Cus-
todian. It undertakes to dispose of the income of all of the
property held by the Alien Property Custodian. It deals with
claims other than those of $10,000 and under,

The Chalr thinks that when a bill undertakes to deal with
all of the property in the hands of the Alien Property Cus-
todian in a particular way it is then in order to deal with that
property in any other way, and the Chair therefore overrules
the point of order.

Mr. HOCH. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Kansas asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objection?

Mr, MONDELL. Mr, Chairman, I feel that we must expedite
the consideration of this measure. I think the gentleman from
Kansas ought to be able to present his case In five minutes,

Mr. HOCH. I hope the gentleman will yield. This is a
very fundamental proposition. T am a member of the com-
mittee. 1 was not able to be here yesterday, and had no oppor-
tunity to express myself, Of course, if the gentleman insists
I shall not press my request.

Mr. MONDELL. T must say, Mr. Chairman, that I shall
have to insist on keeping the debate within reasonable bounds.
I shall not object.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

AMr. HOCH. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the comimittee,
we are dealing here in this proposition not only with a matter
of property Interests, but we are touching upon a fundamental
of government, and indeed I think we may say even a larger
gquestion, a fundamental upon which ecivilization Iitself in a
measure has been established. It is true that I have just voted
against the motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Ray-
wURN |, and yet I belleve that my reasons are entirely good, and
not out of harmony with the amendment which I have offered
here.

It must not be forgotten that the commiitee was dealing not
merely with theories, but was dealing with a very practical
situation which confronted it, and a situation, T may remind
gentlemen, which had its inception in the preceding administra-
tion. Undoubtedly the treaty of Versailles did revive in a
measure the prineiple of confiscation, long repudiated by en-
lightened peoples, and as a result of that revival there has arisen
a practical difficulty which has presented itself with reference
to this property.

Now, my amendment simply seeks to place in this bill a state-
ment of policy with reference to the property which is not re-
furned by the provisions of this bill., The gentleman from
Wyoming [Mr. MoxpeLL] said a few moments ago that no one 1s
proposing a policy of confiscatlon. If the gentleman had at-
tended the hearings I am inclined to think he would not have
been quite so certain about that. Some gentlemen do propose
conflseation, and some very influential gentlemen. And they do
not want anything said in this bill which will condemn the
policy of conflscation. It Is true that the official spokesmen for
the administratlon do not argue for confiscation, but on the
other hand deny that a policy of confiscation is contemplated.
Mr. Carr, of the State Department, speaking before the commit-
tee as the one representative of the department to be heard on
the subject, over and over again said that the State Department
certainly was not advocating any polley of confiscation. 1 wish
I had time to read his statement about that from the hearings.
Then, I ask, if all are agreed that there is to be no confiscation,
why not now write that conviction into the statute?

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOCH. Yes; for a brief question.

Mr. BEGG. 1If the gentleman's amendment were adopted,
would that bind another Congress if they wanted to do other-
wise?

Mr. HOCH. It might not bind a future Congress, but I
think it would be a tremendously wholesome thing in connec-
tion with this legislation, in order that there might be no mis-
understanding as to our attitude on so important a matter of

rinciple not only in this country but throughout the world.

Applause.] In order that it might be understood that the
United States does not propose to take any backward step,
but that the United States proposes to maintain a moral leader-
ship In the world and to take its stand upon the highest plane
of international ethics and international probity. Why, gentle-
ment, this Is a fundamental proposition. It has been a long
pathway of civilization leading up to the establishment of the
inviolability of private property, and it seems to me that any
man is blind who does not see that there are still abroad in the
world influences that would deny the right of private property.
The right of a man to the fruits of his honest effort, subject
only to the limitations which the publie interest may impose,

fs one of the priceless heritages made possible by long and
bloody struggle. I do not speak for any claimant for any of
this property. If I may say this personal word, as far as I
know, not a person in my district is personally interested in a
dollar’s worth of this property. But I am jealous for the good

name of my country—that by no act, official or otherwise, it add

to those forces that would turn the world away from the prin-
ciple of inviolability of private property. I am anxious that
there may be no misunderstanding about America’s attitude.
We have not only permlitted citizens of foreign countries to
make investments here, but we have openly encouraged it
We have to-day all over the world representatives of the De-
partment of Commerce who are inviting investments in Ameri-
can Industries and-the purchase of American securities. Shall
we now give the world to understand that in case those invest-
ments are made they may be subject to confiscation in case of
war? And what shall be said of the safety of the investment of
American citizens in every corner of the world if a policy of
confiscation should find lodgment In the practice of the na-
tions? Surely America will never adopt such a policy. Then
why not now write it in the bond?

As to the claims against Germany—and I yield to no Member
in the desire to see every honest claim adjusted and I yield
to no Member in condemnation of the infamous acts which
gave occaslon to some of those claims—the proper pressure will
bring adjustment. Our Nation is not helpless, and has never
found it necessary to violate sacred rights of fthird parties in
order to protect the interests of its citizens. Let America have
no part in any “scrap of paper” policy.

Mr. McPHERSON. Does the gentleman question the right
of Germany to pledge this property to America?

Mr, HOCH, I say to the gentleman that in my judgment any
citizen of any country has a right under International law to
make investments in any other civilized country under the as-
surance that those investments will be held Inviolate, in peace
and in war, save only as they may be sequestered in protection
of the vital Interests of that country in time of war. [Ap-
plause.] And I say that if we should abandon that principle
we would take a backward step in the history of the world,

My, McPHERSON. * Does the gentleman mean to deny or to
admit that the German Government in the treaty of Berlin had
the power and the right, if it saw fit to do so, to pledge this
property ?

Mr. HOCH. I say that neither the Germun Government nor
any other government has the right to say to this country,
“You need mnot protect the inviolability of private property.”
[Applause, |

Mr., FATRCHILD. In answer to the question just asked, I
attended every meeting of the Committee on Foreign Affairs
when this very provision of the treaty was under discussion,
and at no tlme was there any such interpretation of that
clanse as has been given by the proponents of this legislation.

Mr. HOCH. Gentlemen, let us not allow this legislation to
go out to the world silent upon this proposition.

Mr. McPHERSON. One further question.

Mr, HOCH. I can not yield further. If we do permit this
legislation to go out without any statement of poliey, gentle-
men will not only fondle the hope that we intend to confis-
cate the property but they will foster that hideous doetring
throughout the world. [Applause.] Let us say to the world
now that we propose, in harmony with all those things which
have made us glorious as a Republie, to stay true to the prin-
ciples enunciated by Franklin, to the principles enunciated
by Hamilton, by Jefferson, by Marshall, to the principles
enunciated by the great founders of the Republic and enun-
ciated at the time the trading with the enemy act was passed,
when we deliberately said again and again that we had no
purpose of confiscation.

With this amendment adopted there will still be retained
for the present, for such purpose of delay as may expedite
adjustment of American claims, a vast amount of this prop-
erty. But while returning a part of this property, let us make
it clear that the agent of the Government who administers
these remaining trusts is to continue to be what his name im-
plies, a custodian and not a confiscator of private property.
[Applause.]

Mr. HAWES, Mr. Chairman, we have at last got to the
heart of this matter, so that every man in this House who is
opposed to the ultimate confiscation of this property will have
an opportunity to say so. I am not concerned whether we re-
turn $10,000 of this mouney, or whether we return 50 per cent, or
whether we return all of it. The big question is the preserva-
tion of an old American principle and again asserting our oppo-
sitlon to the confiscation of private property to pay a publie

debt. The gentleman from Wpyoming [Mr. MoxpeELL] asserted.
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that he was opposed to confiscation; that there was no inten-
tion to confiscate. My distinguished colleague on this committee
[Mr. Saxpers of Indiana] made a most effective appeal, but
the basis and strength of that appeal was founded on his own
opposition to confiscation. When this matter came up in our
committee this same question was presented clearly and a vote
wis taken.

The Republican leader says there will be no eonfiscation; the
Democratic leader says there will be no confiscation; with two
exceptions, every Member who has spoken on this subject denies
that there will be confiscation. Then, why not write it into the
bill?

The State Department stands for security which, under cer-
tain conditions, means confiscation, but it seems to stand almost
alone,

No other branch of the Government has taken that position,
and only two Members of the House have indorsed it.

We will have no trouble collecting our just claims against
Germany if the State Department has the old-time courage and
ability,

Our State Department in the past has not been driven to the
program of seizing the property of private citizens to pay pub-
lic debt, and the present department will not be supported by
the American people or either branch of Congress If it drags
American diplomacy back to the dark ages of brute force In
dealing with the property of noncombatant civilians who en-
trusted their property to our keeping.

We should not be concerned with what Germany wants us
to do; our concern is standing for the right kind of civilized
adjustment,

Insurance claims should not drive us from the fundamentals
of property rights and natienal honor.

The lawful clalms of the Lusitania sufferers will be paid, and

they must be paid as all proper c¢laims for loss or damage suf-’

fered by Americans should be.

But the payment must be made by Germany, not by the guests
of America.

When the gentleman from Kansas wanted to incorporate in
this bill a statement that it did not mean confiscation, his mo-
,tion: was defeated by a vote of 10 to 7. Do not let any man
fool himself; do not let any man be decelved here to-day; this
is the critical vote. It is not the return of all the property; it
is not a return of part of the property ; but it is a clear gquestion
which each man will take home to his own constituents sconer
or later: Does he believe in violating all American traditions;
does he want to return to the medieval doctrine of savagery;
does he want to inangurate a new doetrine in America of seiz-
ing the private property of individual citizens to pay a publie
debt? I am not concerned with Germany’'s position. Germany
might ask us to take this property and pay our bills. She
might say, * Take our nationals in this country, put them in the
«workshops, put them in the mines, and then take their wages
and pay our public debts.” Germany can not tell the American
Congress what our duty is. [Applause.] It can not tell us
what to do; it is for us to decide this gquestion in accerdance
with American traditions and Ameriean honor. [Applause.]

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of
the committee, this is a very important amendment. The House
has just now voted by a vote of 95 to 65 that in its judgment
it ought not to make a declaration that all of this property be
returned at this time. The reasons that animated the member-
ship of the committee in deciding that way were doubtless good
ones. If they were good—and we must assume that they were—
' the same method of reasoning would lead any reasonable man
to conclude that it would be unwise at this time to adopt this
'amendment. Let me read it to you:

y such ali raperty held aperty
Cu‘:t?gw;?s?ﬁtmtt‘::m 3 whll::-ﬁ 8 not herein pr?ﬂézg ﬁ::le;lit Jl.:rhereby
declared that the United States has no purpose to confiseate the same,
but that such propert{wis to be held in trust for the owners thereo
until its return sball provided for by Congress: Pre , That in
the return of patents, trade-marks, and copyrights this declaration is
not intended to preclude any conditlons or reservations that may be
necessary in order to protect the interests of the United States.

Mr. HOCH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinols. I would like to, but I can not.
Now, what is first in this amendment? It is in effect a declara-
tion that we do not intend, under any circumstances, to hold
this property, but that we propose to turn it back, every ‘cent of
it, in spite of anything that may occur in our international rela-
tions and irrespective of American claims. In the second plaee,
the reservation is made, curiously enough, that as to patents
involved in the worst mess our Government has to deal with—
namely, the Chemical Foundation—as to these patents they
shall not be turned back withont first looking after American
interests. Why the diserimination? Does any reasonable man

conelude that it is advisable for us, at the same time we are
holding this property as a pledge, to announce in this publie
manner that we do not intend to hold it under any eircums
stances or keep. it for any purposes except to hand it back?
What good could it do? Can anyene see any sense in it? If
we adopt that policy the thing to do is to turn it all back now.

Mr, HUSTED. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. HUSTED, Does the gentleman think it necessary, or
desirable, or dignified for the Congress of the United States
to declare in a statute that our Government does not intend te
violate the well-established principles of international law?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. It is a ridiculous proposition an
makes the condltion much worse; it puts us in the light o
people trying to do something and not doing it.

Mr, HOCH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinols, Yes.

Mr. HOCH. Does the gentleman agree with the gentleman
from Wyoming and others who have announced that no one
has any intention of ever conflscating this property?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I have said repeatedly, and if the
gentleman had been here yesterday he would have heard me
state at length, that that question is not involved in this
proposition. We are only carrying out the provisions of the
resolution that Congress passed and the treaty concluded be-
tween our country and the German Republic, a treaty justified
by the Constitution and the decisions of the supreme court of
the Republic of Germany, as I showed yesterday. [Applause.]
That is what we are doing, and you would have it announced to
the world by this amendment that we do not propose to do any-
thing with it except to hold it for somebody. Why hold it?
‘What is the object, what is the sense or reason of the committea
voting in one breath that it will not turn it all back and then
turn around and say something else? [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from INinois
has expired.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent to proceed for five more minutes,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to objeet,
the gentleman has spoken on this question several times.
There are a number of us who would like to speak upen it for
a minute or two; but we have not been given an opportunity.
We would like to know what liberality of debate there is going
to be in the discussion of this question. If some few gentlemen
are going to take up all of the time, then some of us will get
none. 3

The CHAIRMAN. TIs there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield? :

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. T do not think the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. BoanTox] ought to complain about taking up time.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I shall finish in a
couple of minutes. Let me tell you what this amendment will
mean. I know the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Hocu] is
moved by high idealism and by the finest of sentiments. I know
the man and I know how his heart and conscience operate, but
I want to fell you as a practical proposition, and that is what
we are dealing with here, what the effect of this thing will be.
It will be to take away from American claimants all right or
hope of ever recovering what is coming to them, because the
very moment we make this announcement the German Gov-
ernment will then know that there is no longer any pressure
that can be applied. Suoppose there were not this fund in our
hands. By virtue of these two treaties—the treaty of Versailles
and the treaty of Berlin—what opportunity would you have to
get our American claims from Germany at this time? Do you
suppose that France and Great Britain would permit us to
draw a cent from the German treasury? If we now give up this
pledged property and then go to the Reparation Commission
and say that we want this money out of the German treasury
to pay the American claims, not a cent would be fortheoming,
because we would be met with the objection that, having given
up the pledged property in our hands, we had voluntarily re-
linquished it, and therefore had no further standing in the court
of nations, 3

Mr. HARDY of Texas. Does the gentleman think that t
German Government has the right to pledge the property o
German citizens in America?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Absolutely, and if the gen.tlem:a
will read my remarks of yesterday he will see that I quot
sections of the German constitution, decisions of the Supreme
Court of Germany, in which they held that they did. have that
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right. It Is written into article 153 of the German constitution
that the Government has the right of expropriation. of _the
property of German nationals anywhere in the world.

Mr. LONDON. On the subject of expropriation I wonld say
that the word expropriation when used in Germany means

 nothing more than the right of eminent domain, when that

| feated.

| phrase is used in Anglo-Saxon law.

Mr. GRAHAM of Tlinois. That is all that expropriation
means anywhere. It means the right of eminent domain to be
exercised by .he Government for the common good as to any
property within its boundary or jurisdiction. Do not do any-
thing foolish, gentlemen. This amendment ought to be de-
To do otherwise will be to defeat every Ameriean
claimant of any hope.of getting his claim allowed.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota.
mous consent that all debate on this amendment and all amend-
ments thereto close in 10 minutes.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the right to object.

Mr. BEGG. *Mr, Chairman, I reserve the right to object.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks

| unanimous eonsent that all debate upon this amendment and
"all amendments thereto close in 10 minutes. Is there objection?

“Mr. BLANTON. I.object. The gentleman will save time if
he gives ussome time for debate now.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I move that
all debate upen this amendment and all amendments thereto
close in 10 minutes.

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, make that more than 10 minutes,

“Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Mr., Chairman, if the gentle-
man will yield, it seems to me that an accommodation of this
matter might be had whielh would result in the saving of time,

Mr, NEWTON of Minnesota. There ‘has been considerable
debate ‘and as I understand [t there will be an amendment
offered on the Austrian prepesition.

‘Mr, BLANTON. :But I want mine on this amendment. The
gentleman will save time this evening by granting some time
now.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Fifteen minutes are desired
on this side for this particular amendment.

Mr., NEWTON of AMinnesota. ' Let usisay 20 minutes then,
10 minutes oy a: side,

Mr. BLANTON. Three of us want to'speak on, this side.

Alr. HICKS. I demand the regular order.

Mr. BLANTON. [ move to amend by making it 15 minutes
on.a side. The:gentleman will save time not only this evening
but next week. I will-hold you up next.-week.

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas-will have to
state a specific amount.of time.

Mr. BLANTON. Thirty minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. ' The question is on the amendment of the
gentleman from Texas that debate close in 30 minutes.

Mr. BLANTON. You gentlemen ‘will save time. I will hold
up matters next-week.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. DraxTox ) there were—ayes 45, noes 93.

Mr. GARRETT  of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman,
tellers.

| Tellers were ordered,.and - the Chair appointed Mr., NewTox
of Minnesota and Mr. BraxtoN to:act as tellers.

The committee again divided, and the tellers reported—ayes
51, noes 96.

So the amendment: was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The question:now:is on the motion of the
gentleman from Minunesota that.debate close in 20 minutes.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, when the President of this
great Nation ealled the War Congress together in:special ses-
sion .on April .8, 1917, /in his message to us he then said:

We have no. quarrel with the German people. ‘We have:no feeling
toward them but one of sympathy and friendship. It was not upon
‘their impulse that the Government acted in entering into this-war. It
wias - not with ‘their: previous knowledge or-approval, It was a war
determined upon as wars. used to be determined on in the-old, un-
happy days when the people were nowhere consull by their rulers.

Upon that message the Congress declared a state of war to
exist against a eruel, autocratic German Government. It was
the Kaiser's Government that violated our rights and forced
us upon the battle fields to protect them.

~We then had a good reason for taking into our custody the
property of all people. who were subjects of that Imperial Gov-
ernment. War was the reason. It was the only reason. The
reason was that we were engaged in deadly conflict with a
Government, whose subjects in this country might use their
property .and finances in helping our enemy. .We had the
right to take their money and property and hold it in custody

I demand

Mr. Chairman, I ask unpani--

until the war ended. . We never at.any time intended to hold
the property of individuals longer than the end of the war,

- Remember that this $350,000,000 is not the property of our
enemy, the German Government. ' It is the property of indi-
vidupals, many of whom lived in this country for years, who
had never become citizens of the United States, hence were
subjects of our enemy. If it were the property of the German
Government I would be in favor of holding it all until Ger-
many settled all of the just; claims of our citizens whose lives
and property were wrongfully destroyed. But as before stated,
it is the property of Individuals and not the property of the
Government,

Our reason for taking over the property has long since
ceased to exist. It Is.now four years and three months sinee
the armistice. We are now presumed to be at peace with the
German Government. If during the war President Wilson was
correct when he said:

We have no %urrel with the German people. We have no feeling
toward them but one of sympathy and friendship—
then certainly we should now have no quarrel with these Ger-
man people in the United States four and one-fourth years after
the war was over. What has become of the said feeling of
sympathy and friendship?

“The time has come, Mr, Chairman, when we can do-but two
things, either we must turn this property back to them, or we
must confiscate it. If we do not turn it .back, it ipso facto be-
comes confiscation. When yon have the custody of another’s
property, and you no longer have any just right to hold it,
then whenever you decide to hold it, your act of holding it
becomes confiscation.

The question now is, What are we going to do, hold it or
confiscate it? Our Republican friends on the other side of the
alsle in one breath assert that they do not intend to confiscate
this property, yet in the next breath they vote to hold it, which
in fact confiscates it. Thus they speak one way and act another.

The amendment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HocH]
is the product of a lashed conscience. He realizes just what
import our retaining 90 per cent of this property will earry to
the civilized peoples of the world. He realizes that such action
must be explained If we are to retain our standing and integ-
rity. He is trying to absolve his country from wrong intentions
when he realizes that his party is now doing something for
which it has no reasonable excuse whatever. He is trying to
hide your wrongdoing with a declaration of. good purpose and
intent. For he realizes that you have no exeuse whatever for
holding 90 per cent of this property.

What excuse have you for holding this property longer?
Why do you still want to retain the custody of this $300,000,000
of property that belongs to other people for two more years
when you know that eventually our Government is going to
have to return it? I domnot know. But I saw in the Washing-
ton Times the other day a statement that -may throw some light
on the subject. "I do not know how authentie it is, but it comes
from one of the leading newspapers here in the Nation's Capital.
Here is what the Washington Times says:

Congressman Fraxk MoxpeLrL, Republican floor leader of the House,
who retires from Congress on March 4, after 25 years. of service, may
succeed Miller, the Alien' Property Custodian, it was reported to-day.

If the Times knows what it is talking about it seems to be a
proposition of retaining a good berth for a lame dueck. All poli-
ticians believe in taking care of lame ducks, but do you want to
continue this office and all of its great force amd incidental ex-
penses for two more years just to take care.of somebody? Why,
there are to-day 138 employees in this Alien Property Custo-
dian’s office. We fixed his salary at.$5,000, but we neglected
to fix the other salaries, and he is now paying his chief lawyer
$8,000 per yvear, more than.a Senator or Congressman gets, and
he is paying his director general $7,000 per annum. He has
quite a number of lawyers employed and they, with the chiefs
of divisions, all draw good salaries, and their positions are all
good patronage plums for the party in power.

There are 23 good positions there under the custodian that
are not under the ecivil service, but are appointive offices. If
eventually we must return this property—and we must—then
why continue this office and its host of highly paid employees
for two more years? That is the guestion.you must answer
by your vote this evening. You Republicans are going to have
to answer to the American people for it. ' For four years you

Republicans have been in charge of this House of Representa-
tives and Senate. For four years you have had your Speaker,
you have had control of every organization and committee of
this Hous#, you have been in control of every piece of legisla-
tion that has been passed here for four years, and you are to
account to the people.of this eountry on this .question. You
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are the ones tlie people should and will look to, because you
have been in power here for four years and will be in power
for two more years. I want to answer the guestion of the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Hocr]. What excuse have you
for holding it? If you have a good excuse, what reason have
you for not telling the world that your policy is not to confis-
cate it? That is the question you have to decide here.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee.
There seems to be a lot of anxiety about some property belong-
ing to some nationals of another country. I am not one-half—
and I can not understand the men of this House—I am not one-
half as much interested in what becomes of the property of
some nationals that must have been seized honestly and for a
purpose because they were doing something to handicap the
prosecution of the war, as I am interested in seeing to it that
the property of the American citizen and his life is properly
indemnitied by a people who wrongfully took that property
and life, 1 want to ask men on that side and on this side,
I do not question your patriotism or loyalty, but is it possible
that time has dulled the Insult to the American Government
when American property, when American manhood and woman-
hood were desiroyed without justification? The seizure of this
property which you are to-day for ulterior purposes, for seifish
motives, for private gain, willing to forget was to compensate
the sorrows of the dead—property loss to the living. Shall we
hereby make a solemn declaration to surrender back that which
we have rightfully come in possession of, as my good friend
from Pennsylvania [Mr, TemprLE] so clearly outlined to you
vesterday. My good friemds, the treaty had been held up to
you which gives the absolute right to the control of this property
until the satisfaction of all the claims against the German
Government has been had. Some of my colleagues on this
side, and my good friend from Kansas, seem alarmed that
unless we make a declaration, a renewal of our pledge of faith
to the policies on which we have builded and from which
we started—unless we make a new declaration of the princi-
ples for which that flag stands, the world will misunderstand
and misinterpret our motives. My God, my good colleagues,
I would rather have the world misunderstand my motives in
protecting the dead who sacrificed theiy lives than to have the
American citizen believe I was more interested in the restora-
tion of a little property to an enemy than I was in protecting
the rights of those principles for which they died, [Applause.]

Mr., SUMNERS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, BEGG. Yes.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Does the gentleman favor or not
the appropriation of this money to the payment of claims
against the German Government?

Mr. BEGG. If that is the only way that Germany can com-
pensate the loss of life unlawfully, illegally, and wrongfully
taken by Germany of American citizens, yes [applause], with-
out any compromise,

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield further?

Mr. BEGG. I would take the last red cent of it if I could
not get justice for the American citizen who was wronged
when we were a peaceful neutral, not during the war time, but
when we were living under a solemn declaration of Germany
as well as this country. I will not barter away those privi-
Jeges and those principals which were purchased by the hlood
of American manhood four or five times. [Applause.}

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired;
all time has expired. The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Kansas,

Mr. RAYBURN. T ask that the amendment be again re-
horted.

; The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks that the
amendment be again reported. Without objection, the Clerk
will again report the amendment.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that the motion of the gentleman from Minnesota was that
debate should close in 20 minutes; 10 minutes to a side.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is in error.
The gentleman from Minnesota moved that all debate on this
amendment and all amendments thereto close in 10 minutes.
There was an effort made to arrive at 20 minutes, offered by
the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. BLANTON. I understood it was 20 minutes, and there-
fore I moved to make it 30 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend-
ment.

The amendment was again reported.

The CHATRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Hocu],

-

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the
“noes " appeared to have it,

Mr, WOODRUFF. I ask for a division, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. A division is demanded.

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 58, noes 84.

So the amendment was rejected.

AMr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to have
tellers on that vote. It is close enough. I ask for tellers.

The CHATRMAN, The gentleman from Texas asks for tellers.
As many as favor taking this vote by tellers will rise and stand
until they are counted. [After counting.] Nine gentlemen have
risen—not a suflicient number.

Tellers were refused,

Mr. MACLAFFERTY. Mr. Chairman, T offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offéers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, MACLAFPFERTY : Page 3, line 17, after the
word * terminated " strike out the period and insert a colon and the fol-
lowing language : “Procided further, That no statute of Hmitations shall
be pleaded or be a defense to any claim made under this section against
any enemy fire insurance company and the surplus funds of such enemy
fire insurance company held Ly the Alien Property Custodian or by the
Treasurer of the United Statcs for debts, claims, or demands remaining
unpaid by such enemy fire insurance company for losses; and any num-
ber of claimants of demands or claims arising under contraet or collat-
eral thereto, whether based upon fraud or otherwise, against the same
enemy or ally of enemy may Join in the same action provided that the
aggregate amonnt sought to be recovered therein by such claimants
equals or exceeds the sum of $3,000."

Mr. NEWTOXN of Minnesota, Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point
of order on the amendment.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of
order on the amendment.
Mr. MAcLAFFERTY.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. XNo; I make it.

Mr. MacLAFFERTY. If gentlemen on that side of the House
or on this side knew the meaning of the amendment, they would
not make the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California de-
sire to be heard on the point of order?

Mr, MacLAFFERTY. No, sir; I do not.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on it if
the gentleman from California does not.

Mr. Chairman, I am not speaking of the merits of the gentle-
man's amendment, but the amendment is certainly germane,
This bill deals with the specific property of the insurance com-
panies which are involved in the gentleman's amendment. It
certainly is a proper limitation on a germane subject, and this
Congress has a right to properly indicate what it wants to do
with these pnrticular nationals’ property. I think the gentle-
man's amendment is clearly in order, regardless of its merits.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule.

Mr. MACLAFFERTY., Mr. Chairman, may I be heard?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; the Chair will bé very glad to hear
the gentleman, :

Mr. MacLAFFERTY. Mr. Chairman, I simply wish to'say
this, that in my opinion the amendment is germane to thé bill
because it deals with certain funds of certain specific people in
this country whom I can name, whose funds are now in' the
custody of the Alien Property Custodian.

This amendment refers to certain claims of certain people in
the city of San Franeisco which they have against these fire in-
| surance companies, who, when the great San Francisco fire oc-
| eurred, walked out of the State and said, “ If youn want to sue
| us, come to Germany and sue.” They represented that they
| did not have funds in this country to properly pay their claims,
and the war came along and developed the fact that they had
over $4,000,000. Therefore that settlement was made by fraud,
and such of the claimants as aceepted 50 cents or 75 cents on the
dollar did so because of fraud and they were deceived.

I want to call attention to this fact: This amendment does
not deal with taking money that belongs to certain nationals of
Germany and paying the debts of the German Government with
that money, but it refers to those people with whom these fire
insurance companies had contracts, the insured or assured, who
were mostly poor people; people whose insurance policies were
almost all they had left in the world. These German insurance
companies fraudulently, after collecting the premiums for 50
years in the city of San Francisco, regarded those policies as
mere “ scraps of paper.” and walked out of the country. We
have those funds in charge now, and I ask that they be used in
this way. I believe there is not a man on the Democratic side
who will not stand with me on that.

Mr, SANDERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I want to speak
on the point of order,

Will nrt the gentleman reserve it?




1923.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

4411

The CHAIRMAN. The Chalt will hear the gentleman.

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. This is the suggestion I have
to make to the Chair: This bill deals with cerfain rights of
other people with reférence to property held by the Alien
Property Custodian. The proposed amendment deals solely
with the guestion of establishing some claim against some pos-
sible claimant and not against the alien property.

Mr. MacLAFFERTY. T disagree with that.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The pending
sportion of the bill deals with the rights of persons who are
not enemy aliens against the United States, while the amend-
‘'ment of the gentleman from California deals with claims of
‘American nationals against enemy aliens. The Chair thinks
that fact alone would be sufficient to justify him in sustaining
the point of order at this particular place. However, in addi-
tion, while the bill under consideration provides for the pay-
ment of claims against the Government of the United States,
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from California
apparently deals with anether class of claims not included
within the purview of the pending bill, namely, claims against
nationals of Germany. The Chair therefore sustains the point

' of order,

Mr. MACLAFFERTY. I thank you.
anyhow, [Laughter and applause,]

Mr, HAWES, Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missourl offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. HAwes: Page 4, paragraph 1, lines 4 and 5,
strike our the words “ or Austrian or Hungary or Austria-Hungary,” so
that said paragraph 1 will read as follows :

“{1) A citizen or subject of any nation or State or free city other
than Germany, and is at the time of the return of such money or other
property here ' a' citizén or subject of any such natiom or State
or' iree city; or.

Mr. HAWES, Mr. Chairman, we have many red-blooded
representatives of this Government, and amongst others is the
present Alien Property Custodian. He is an ex-Member of
Congress. He is a soldier whe served on the other gide. He
is a man of fine' capaeity, who has Investigated most care-
fully, most conscientiously, the whole subject of alien prop-
erty. When we came to the question of the restoration of the
Austrian property he unqualifiedly recommended to our com-
mittee the return of that property. T will read part of his
statement before the committee:

Mr. Hawes. So the status of the Austria-Hungary portion of this
bill ‘is this: In the first plaece, they did pot seize the property of Amerl-
cans during the, war; and, in the second place, wis Austria-Hun-
gary is now six different republics or monarchies; and we are trying
to hold the Austrian Government responsible, in an indirect way, for the
conduet ol five other governments over which they havée no control.

Mr, MiLoer, Yes, sir. 'That is the situation, and I
menided to the chairman, in wﬂ;ﬂm to his
action on the Austrian-Hungarian as I have outlined.

Mr, Hawes. And you would recommend an amendment in this bill
which would, release all property of the former Empire of Austria-Hun-
gai} that is held?

Mr. Mitcer. I do; and a number of those cases are pathetic cases.
We hold hundreds of death benefits which we have eollected. on account
of thejr.nationals who were killed out in the steel mills and in the
mines of the West, and we would like to give that back to them.

Mr: Hawes. 8o we are violating the traditions of international law,
the opinion of Marshall, and’ the sletatel of humanity and all spirit of
equity in hnl.iinifusese claims ¥ :

Mr, MitLeEw. May I put in there so anyone reading this testimony
will understand m; poeition? 1 am willlng to recommend this; but, on
the other hand, if' the State Department ecomes to the hearings and
through their representntives say that there are claims inst Austria,
I do not want to be criticized for suggesting this, but I have done it
personal .

You heard my speech

have recom-
letters to me, as chairmamn,

- L] - - * -

Mr. HAWES. AR to the chavacter of those clalms against the Aus-
trlaln (govcrnment. are not nearly all of these made by insurance com-
Pfl;‘;? Miver. T think they are. sir; but T am not certain. @

Now, there was a time when the people in that territory made
war, and when they went into the nation of a neighbor they
took back with them the persons and property of their enemies.
They were sold as slaves. But gradually we drew away from
that ancient and brutal custom. The treaties of The Hague,
and great conventions of enlightened American men and women
have tried to put some humanity into the brutal doctripe of
war. When this Nation went into war some of the citizens of
Austria-Hungary had invested their money in the United States.
Since that time all of the citizens of Czechoslovakia, Poland,
Rumania, Serbia, and Italy have had their money returned to
them. Originally Mr. Miller had $30,000,000. He has given
back $20,000,000 to the citizens of the countries which you see
in red on the map, and he is holding $10,000,000, representing,
if you please, security for the acts of 52,000,000 people,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri
has expired.

Mr. RAYBURN. Imask that the gentléeman nmy have five
minutes additional.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani:
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
Hawes] be extended five minutes. Is there objection? There
was no objection.

Mr. HAWES. Two minutes will do. Now, we have as se-
curity, if you want to take that position,. $350,000,000 and
$200,000,000 more in ships. We are returning only $44,000,000,
That leaves us—those of you who are inferested in the question
of security—over $300,000,000, To restore to Austria all of her
property which we hold—and she never held any of ours at any
time during the war—would be increasing this amount only
$10,000,000.

There is nothing left of Austria. Her capital city of Vienna
has 2,000.000 people and is surrounded by meuntains. All of
the alluvial country which formed her hinterland is eut off.
She is embarrassed in every way. She has the sympathy of
everybody in the world. Why can we not be generous and in
releasing this $44,000,000 add the other $10,000,000 to it and
preserve American tradition at least to that extent? B

Mr. MONTAGUE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAWES. Yes.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Will the gentleman permit me to suggest .
that Austria now has a population of less than 7,000,000 all
told.

Mr, HAWES, Only six and one-half million people.

Mr., MONTAGUE. She does not raise within her present
boundaries enough foodstuffs to last her two months out of
the twelve.

Mr. HAWES. And she has no coal

Mr. MONTAGUE. No coal and ne forests fo any amount.

Mr. REED of West Virginla. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAWES. I yield to the gentleman from West Virginia,

Mr. REED of West Virginia. WIIl the provision for the
return of the $10,000 be sufficient to satisfy in large measure
the small compensation claims In this territory?

Mr, HAWES. The gentleman can figure it for himself, when
the total we are holding is $350,000,000 and the total amount we
are holding from Austria is only $10,000. S

Mr. REED of West Virginia, The gentleman did not get my
question. Are there any large amounts held:back from the citi-
zens of Austria and Hungary?

Mr, HAWES. T do not know that.

Mr. REED of West Virginia. Would not the $10,000 pro-
vision largely relieve all those claims?

Mr. HAWES. It is only a small percentage—a large number
of claims but a small percentage of the whole.

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Chairman, T hope it Is not too late to
take up the bigger issues Involved in the controversy. A great
deal of confusion has been artificlally created here by the legal
discussion. The trouble with some lawyers is that their minds
are so stuffed with legal precedents that they resemble a
crowded warehouse with the index lost or with the catalogue
missing. [Laughter.] They can not get down to fundamentals.
During the last World War no nation which felt strong enough
to do so failed to disregard the tenets of international law, and
in no case was the flouting of all principles of international
justice more flagrant than in the treatment accorded to the per-
m;a and property of the individual nationals of the belligerent
nations,

The Magna Charta 700 years ago proclaimed the principle
which some would evade now, more than 4 years after the
armistice.

In its forty-first paragraph, the Magna Charta provides as
follows:

All merchants shall have safe and secure exli from Fngland and
entry to England, with the right to tarry there and to move about as
well by land as b{ water, for bny‘lnf and selling by the ancient and
right customs, quit from all evil tolls, except (in time of war) such
merchants as are of the land at war with us. And if such are found
in our land at the beginning of the war, they shall be detained, with-
out injury to their bodies or goods, until information be received by
us, or by our chief justiciar, how the merchants of our land found in
the land at war with us are treated ; and if our men are safe there, the
others shall be safe in our land.

That the noncombatant {8 to be protected both in his life
and in his property is a principle as old as civilization itself,

Professing to adhere to the principle in theory, those who
would withhold the greater part of the property of German
and Austrian nationals are violating the principle in practice.

The sithation i simple. Germany has returned to American
nationals all their property. We are asked to withhold the
bulk of the property of German nationals. We have no right
to hold the property of the individual German to satisfy a
claim against his Government. It is a most absurd thing to




4412

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY 23,

take the property of a German servant ®irl, take her savings,
in order to satisfy some claim that the Amerieans have against
Germany. Only a few weeks ago we voted to the powerful and
one of the greatest nations in the world billions of dollars
when we voted for the ligquidation of the debt that England
owes us. I voted for it. 1 was glad to vote for it as a meas-
ure ealeulated to promote peace, amity, and concord among
nations. [Applause.]

But here men have the courage to assert that the property
of German individuals should be retained by the American
Government. For what? To satisfy claims against the Ger-
man people or against the German Government. Gentlemen, the
60,000,000 Germans will not disappear. Do not believe that
they are doomed forever. Germany has a glorious past and it
has a future. The forces of democracy are at work there.
The Germans have made invaluable contributions to science,
literature, and philosophy, and if they have produced a Wil-
helm, they have given to the world such men as Goethe, Schiller,
and Heine, champions of liberty, progress, and of truth. [Ap-
plause.] The dollars that you are worrying about are his-
torlcally safe, financially safe, legally safe. Let me say that
to the lawyers who have a lot of legal knowledge but no prin-
ciple left. [Applause.]

Mr. DENISON., Mr. Chairman

Mr. LONDON. Oh, I am not through yet. I do not know
why the gentleman from Illinois should have taken it as a
personal reference, [Laughter.]

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Chairman, I rose to ask for the floor.

Mr. LONDON. I understand the sifuation. Now, let us not
make any mistake about the meaning of the treaty of Berlin.
The treaty upon which you rely—what does it say? That Ger-
man property shall be held subject to the action of Congress.
Now, Congress acts upon it, It is its duty to act. Shall our
action be honorable, broad-minded, and humane, or shall it be
the contrary?

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for
two minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman asks for two minutes
more. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LONDON. If we are to act, let us act honorably; if we
are to release the property, let us release all of it, or at least
have the courage to say that we are determined to return every
piece of property at the earliest possible moment. Because the
danger is if you pass the bill allowing only the smaller claims
to be paid you assert by the very same act that you intend to
confiscute the rest.

If for technical reasons you are unable to return all the
property at once, say so.

Let there be no doubt left as to the intentions of this Gov-
ernment.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairmanp, I ask unanl-
mous consent that all debate upon thls amendment and all
amendments thereto close in 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. DENISON. Mr., Chairman, there is a great deal about
the situation of Austria that excites our sympathy. Austria-
Hungary began the war, but she came out of it in the worst fix
of any of the European nations. The Austrian Government
is no doubt in a serious situation to-day; but that does not
change ler status in international law and does not change
her status as a nation in dealing with the United States as a
nation. The fact is that the claims of Austrian citizens for
property in the hands of the custodian amount to about
$11,000.000, and the further fact remains that a large part of
those claims come within the §10,000,000 that we are returning;
so that the bill that is now before you will dispose of nearly
all of the Austrian claims. Those that are left represent a few
wealthy Austrian citizens, living in Austria, who had property
invested in this country in large amounts: so that the legisla-
tion that we are now considering will result in no serious
harvdship to any large number of Austrian citizens.

I want to read to you a letter that the Secretary of State
addressed to the committee that considered and reported this
bill. There seems to have been a mistaken opinion passing
about that there were no considerable claims against Austria
by citizens of the United States. Here is a part of the letter,
which appears in the hearings, from the Secretary of State:

In so far as shown by the records of the department, 61 claims have
been filed by Ameriean eitizens against the Imperial and Royal Austro-

Hungarian Government for compensation for losses resulting from the
torpedoing of vessels by submarines of that Government, for military

requisitions’ made by that Government, and for damage or injury to
persons and property, The total amount of these claims is approxi-
mately $13,043,913,

In addition to the foregoing claims filed with the department against
the Imperial and Royal Austro-Hungarian Governmeunt, it is not un-
likely that many of fhe claims of American ecitizens flled with the de-
partment against the Governmenti of Germany may, upon investigation
be found to be claims for losses for which the Imperial and Ro.\'ai
Austro-Hungarian Government should be respounsible. This possibility
arises from the fact that claims for losses resulting from submarine
warfare have been filed against Germany in cases where the Government
responsible for the act has not been determined,

The State Department thinks that a great many of the ¢laims
that have been filed against Germany are really against the
Austro-Hungarian Government, and will be found to be so when
fully investigated.

The claims of American citizens against Austria will amount
to many million dollars, We can not tell how far they will be re-
duced by the investigation of the commission, but it will not be
safe to do more than we are doing by this bill ; and it will not do
for us as a government to make any distinctions as between na-
tions. We can not treat one nation in one way and another
nation in another way. There is no difference in dignity and
sovereignty as between nations, A small nation is entitled te
the same consideration and has the same dignity as a large
nation. The strength of their armies or the amount of their
resources makes no difference in their standing in international
law. We must, above all things, make no distinction or dis-
crimination in our actions toward nations with whom we are
on friendly terms.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,
during the discussion of the peace resolution in both the last
and the present Congress, all of which is a matter of record,
the question of protecting American rights was under consid-
eration and became the chief subject of debate. Our Demo-
cratic friends bitterly assaulted us upon the charge that we
were forfeiting these rights against Germany. These charges
were answered by our providing for protection of these rights
in the resolution. During the discussion of the anticipated
treaty the same question was discussed here in the House. The
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Haroy], who spoke so seriously
awhile ago, was very eloquent against the resolution back in
1921, and equally so to-day, but speaking from different view-
points. Then he charged us with wanton willingness to forfeit
the claims against Germany. At the time to which I refer,
June 13, 1921, in his objection to the resolution ending the war,
this is what he said (Coxgressioxar Recorp, Sixty-seventh Con-
gress, first session, page 2504) :

It is said that in the prospect of this resolution passing, lawyers
have been retained already to bring suits for the recovery of the prop-
erty of many German citizens seized by the United Btates. In like
manner our citlzens whose pro&erty wis seized in Germany must go to
Germany for relief—a beautiful prospect for thousands of lawsuits
and rich pickings for hnundreds of lawyers,

And so on. That was the strong argument of the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. Haroy] in his discussion of the peace reso-
lution which ended the war and preserved all our rights by
specific stipulation. He argued that it should not be passed,
because, among other'reamua, we had no protection of the right
of American citizens 'as against Germany. This, mark you, in
the face of the specific provision guaranteeing protection, still
he argues that if we passed the resolution we would lose all
protection over the alien property., which we had rightfully
seized and should hold until our claims were adjusted, and, as
I recall, it was a rather strong position at that time.

One of the best, if not the best, speech that was made on the
floor of the House at the time was made by our friend Mr, Cox-
xarLy of Texas, representing the Foreign Affairs Committee.

eaking for the Democratic side of the Chamber, speaking
with great emphasis and with powerful convietion, not only
upon his part but with Impressive results upon many of his
hearers, for I was wonderfully persuaded by his argument.
He said:

Where is the man who doubts that German eitizens will demand the
return of their groperty? Are there not hundreds of c¢laims for such
return now pending with the Alien Property Custodian? If Germany
hesitates to ?erform obligations which she has solemnly assumed, wiil
she be timid in asserting claims that possess the color o¥ lawful rights?
Bo that by the treaty of 1828 as well as the law of nations the moment
this country declares peace every German allen may go into court, and
will have the right to go Into court, and demand the return of his part
of the £400,000,000 of property held by the Alien Property Cuutor;lau.
We have the right to retain that $400,000,000 and say to Germany,
“We hold it in glec}%e to offset your damages due to American citizens
in the sum of $221,000,000.” Will you pass this resolution and run the
risk of surrendering the position which the United States may occupy
at the council table?

“ Oh, but,” they say, “ we can attend to that later.” Who doubts,
geutlemen. but that after this resolution passes the United States will
eal with Germany not as a victor, but a4s an equal? When she goes
to the council table 1 want my country to be in a position to absolutely
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dictate the terms of peace. [Applanse on the Democratic side.] 1
want to give your and my President the power to settle these matters
in the interest of the people of the United States. I do not want him
to be humilinted in dealing with an enemy over whom we haye
triumphed. America should be able to exact as a victor in war into
which she was forced, what she was unable to exact while she was yet
at peace. I shall never vote to make my country an humble mendicant,
cringing and fawning before the enemy she has ‘conguered, to secure
m'qtliwsnl‘:ine? rights as a matter of grace. [Applause on the Demo-
eratic side.

With peace formally declared may not Germany and her nationals
demand : Give back my ships! Give hack my property—my stocks and
bonds—my moneys and my lands !

What will you say to American elaimants to jostify your course?

When it was urged that no such forfeiture was possible be-
cause of the terms of the resolution which assured protection,
he replied:

“ 0h,” the gentlemen on the majority slde say
of these things. Section 2 reserves all the rig'hts we have,”
see what that does.

Here is section 2:

“8See. 2. That in making this declaration, and ag a part of it, there
are expressly reserved to the United States of America and ite nationals
any tnd all rights, privileges, indemnities, reparations, or advantages,
together with the right to enforee the same, to which it or they have
become entitled inder the terms of the armlstice slgned November 11,
1918, or any extensions or modifications thereof: or which were ac-
quired by or are in the possesgion of the United States of America by
reagon of its participation in the war or to which its nationals have
thereby become rightfully entitled; or which, under the treaty of
Yer les, have been stipulated for its or their beneflts; or to which
it is entitled as one of the principal allied and associated powers; or
to which it is entitled by virtne of an act or acts of Congress; or
otherwise,”

Section 2 undertakes to reserve rights under the armistice. When
peace is declared the armistice is terminated because an armistice is
merely a truce to allow diplomatic negotiation.

This Chamber resounded from the Democratic side with the

“ section 2 takes care
Let us

charges that Republicans were jeopardizing American rights by

a course designed to forfeit all of our protection which we now
have to hold the property of the foreign nationals. Even the
able and talented floor leader, Mr. GarreErT, Who spoke with so
much vigor to-day, spoke then as follows (CoNGREsSsIONAL REc-
orp, 67th Cong., 1st sess., p. 2573) :

The passage of this resolution throws away every moral and physi-
cal advantage which we now possess : it places us alone among nations.
with all our vital interests exposed to the constant menace of a4 selfish
and irritated world.

Surely we de not need to pass it in order to insure that we shall
ourselves be just in negotiating with Germany aond her allies. Is there
anything in German history or any evidence in the manifesied spirit
of present-day Germany which encourages the belief that she will be
more likely to make a just and righteous treaty after we have thrown
every advantage away? Surely not. B{ passing it we are but depriv-
ing ourselves and our posterity of all the advantages acerulng from a
vietory of arms honorably won by our bravest and our best and sur-
rendering, perhaps for all time, the opportunity which has been ours
and which still is ours to advance civilization and to calm at least in
measurable degree the awful apprebensions of the mothers of men.

As an American Congressman | must be excused from alding io
such a denouement, [Prolonged applause on the Democratic side.]

It is a singular situation, with that provision determining
the position then., charging us with turning all the property
back by the peace resolution against which they rallied,
now they come unitedly and demand that we do precisely what
they united against us for doing. Then we were condemned
becanse our resolution. they asserted, would turn back the
property. Now we are condemned because this resolution does
not turn back all the property.

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr., FESS. Oh, my friend from New York [Mr. CockrAN]
mude a fine speech upon the right side of that question when
it was under discussion. and voted right. T looked up his rec-
ord at that time, because he spoke to-day. I am glad to an-
nounce that, unlike his party, he is consistent, and I compli-
ment him upon it.

The American Government will, of course, never confiscate
property. We will ever respect the rights of private property
inviolable. Everyone knows that. [Applause.] That is why
it is perfectly useless to adopt an amendment such as that of
my f::iend from Kansas [Mr. Hocm], because it is merely
a certificate that we are honest; and it is nothing else. 1 hope
that the American Congress does not need to certify to the
people of the country that it means to do the right thing, not
only for its own citizens but all other nationals. It is not
necessary for Congress to declare our honor by resolution. It
is an imputation that might lead to a doubt of the Nation's
integrity in our foreign relations.

The war left us in a complicated situation, with many prob-
lems for attention. One by one they have been taken up. This
one of alien property is serious and must be properly handled.

To protect all rights we entered into a treaty. 'This question
was covered and agreed upon by both parties to the treaty.

Section 5 gives us the right we are now exercising: ;

Bec. 5. All property of the Imperial German Government, or its
guccessor or successors, and of all German npationals which was, on
April 6, 1917, in or has slnce that date come into the possession or
under the control of, or bas been the subject of a demand by the

United States of America or of any of its officers, agents, or employees,
from any source or by any ageney whatsoever, and all property of
the Imperial and Royal Austro-Hungarian Government, or its successor
or successorg, and of all Austro-Hungarian nationals which was, on
December 7, 1917, in or has gince that date come into the possession

| or under control of, or has been the subject of n demand by the United

States of America or any of its officers, agents, or employees, from an
source or by any agency whatsoever, shall be retained by the Unit
States of America and no disposition thercof made, except as shall
have been heretofore or specifically hereafter shall be provided by
law until such time as the Imperial German Government amd the Impe-
rial and Royal Austro-Hungarian Government, or their successor or
suceessors, shall have respectively made suitable provision for the
satisfaction of all elaims against said Governments, respectively, of all
E’emons, wheresoever domiciled, who owe permanent allegiance to the

nited States of Ameriea and who have suffered, through the acts of
the Imperlal German Government or its agenfs or the Imperial and
Royal Austro-Hungarlan Government or its agents, since July 31, 1614,
loss, damage, or injury to their persons or property, directly or imdi-
rectly, whether through the ownership of shares of stock in German,
Austro-Hungarian, American, or of other corporations, or in conse-
quence of hostilities or of any operations of war, or otherwise, and
also shall have granted to persons owing permanent allegiance to the
United States O?Amorics. most-favored-nation treatment, whether the
same be national or otherwise, in all matters affecting residence, busl-
ness, profession, trade, navigation, commerce, and industrial prope
rights, and until the Imperial German Government and the fmperia
and Royal Austro-Hungarlan Government, or their successor or suc-
cessors, shall have, respectively, confirmed to the United States of
America all fines, forfeitures, penalties, and seizures Imposed or made
by the United States of America during the war, whether in respect
to the property of the Imperjal German Government or (German na-
tionals or the Imperial and Royal Austro-Hungarian Government or
Austro-Hungarian nationals, and shall have walved any and all
pecuniary claims against the United States of America,

It will not be overlooked that this treaty is signed by Ger-
many, and our procedure under the terms is not a violation of
international law nor the common law of nations. That treaty
sefg up an agency for adjusting the peints in dispute. There
are many items involving controversies growing out of pre-
war contracts. That agency is now at work on these contro-
verted items. To reverse the course and thus to nullify by
turning everything back, even including what is now in dis-
pute in the courts, as many cases are, would be a very un-
wise step at this juncture for all concerned—our own citizens
as well as those of other countries. We are doing precisely
what the treaty provides and what we ought to do in honor
to ourselves and In respect for the nationals of other countries.
[Applause.]

This bill when it becomes law will clean up 93 per cent of the
claims. In money it makes a small per cent of the totals.
When these are out of the way the balance can be expedited
under the provisions of the treaty, which is clear in its pro-
cedure and which, so long as it is followed, is complete de-
fense against the charge of coufiseation. We are here endedavor-
ing to do justice to nationals of other countries as provided in
the freaty and at the same time protect all the rights of
American citizens. 1 prediet that the record will show quite
a unanimity of decision when the final vote is taken.

The CHATIRMAN. All time has expired, and the question is
on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri.

The question was taken, and the Clair announced the noes
appeared to have it.

On a division (demanded by Mr. RAYBURN) there were—
ayes 53, noes H6.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. NEwTox of Minnesota: Page 7, lines 13 and 14,
strike out the words * was at such time and.”

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the amendment
is a formal one that has been submitted to members of the
committee on both sides of the alsle. It corrects the text by
striking out certain words which were placed in there inad-
vertently because the phrase is to be found in the original act.
As amended it will better express the purpose of the paragraph.

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard on the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York.

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, I would like to eall attention
of the committee to the remarks made by the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. Beea], who questioned the motives of those of us
who favored the return of all of this property, and I would
like to avail myself of this opportunity to say that his state-
ment was absolutely unjust and unfair, and further to say,
nsing an old and fitting expression, * O, patriotism, what
crimes are committed in thy name,” and recommend to the
gentleman that he go to a primary school and study interna-
tional law.

Mr. BEGG.

Mr. FISH.

Will the gentleman yield?
When I get through.
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AMr. BEGG. T want to correct the gentleman's statement.

Mr. FISH. T do not yield.

Mr. BEGG: Well-——

Mr. FISH. I do not yield.

Mr. BEGG. Does net the gentleman want to quote me cor-
rectiy?

Mr. BLANTON. I make the point of order—— .

Mr. FISH. I heard the gentleman and heard him very
well. I do net yield. Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of
the committee, the greatest thing that was done by the United
States in the World War, except that of turning the tide of
defeat into victory, was the fact that we asked for no repara-
tions, the fact that we asked for no Indemnmity, and the fact
that we asked for no territory, and now, the first time that
Congress has been put' to the test, it has violated a funda-
mental principle of international law by refusing to refurn
property held in trust to its lawful owners. [Applause.]

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield? 1 want to know
just when thiat first test came.

Mr. FISH. 1 do not yleld. We have been found wanting
to n sacred trust. We have been preaching for generations
from the housetops the doctrine of invielability of property
taken from an' enemy, and when we are actually put to the
test Congress denfes that prineiple; it denies it in part, and
only turns back a certain percentage of the property.

That is what the action of the House amounts te in con:
tinuing to hold this property over four years after the war.- I
do not guestion the spirit and motive that animates any Mem-
ber of the House, but at least, gentlemen, I cdan not help but
feel that we have reépudiated our traditional policy, that we
have literally kicked out of the window an established inter-
national prineiple that has been gradually built up during a
thousand years. [Applause.]

Let me quote what Alexander Hamilton, the great pro-
ponent of the Federal Constitution, had to say on the sacred-
ness of private property seized in time of war (see Camillus
letters, 18 to 22) : “ No powers of language at my command can
express the abhorrence I feel at the idea of violating the
property of individusls which in an authorized intercourse in
time of peace has been confided to the faith of our Govern-
nient and laws, on account of controversies between nation and
nation.” * ¥ * “he right of holding or having property in
a country always implies a duty on the part of its government
to protect that property, and to secure to the owner the full
enjoyment of it; whenever, therefore, a government grants per-
miission to foreigners to acquire property within its territories,
or to bring and deposit it there, it tacitly promises protection
and security.”

Again let me call your attention to section 38 of Instiuections
for the Government of the Armies of the United States, issued

4

on April 24, 1863 : * Private property, unless forfeited by crimes |

or by offenses of the owner, can beé seized only by way of mili-
tary necessity for the support or other benefit of the Army, or
of the United States. If the owner has not fled, the command-
ing officer will cause receipts to be given which may serve the
spoliated owner to obtain indemmity.”

Practically all authorities on international law from the time
of tirotius and Vattel to Hall and Wheaton agree that private
property of enemy nationals should not be confiscated when
found in a State on the outbreak of war. Modeérn international
custom and usage is emphatically opposed to the idea of con-
fiscation or reprisal. We have not confiscated private enemy
investments in any of our wars from the Revolution to the
present.

It is the business of civilization to create such conditions as
will render victory less brutal and defeat more bearable. It
is within the power of Congress to set a glorious example to
thie world by restoriug all the private property of German and
Austrian nationdls, excepting ships ini which the German Im-
perial Government had an Interest, and of patents which are
still in litigation, It is a wonderful opportunity to demon-
strate our sincerity by upholding international law and Amer-
fcan traditions, irrespective of any interest we may have to
the contrary. We have a real duty to perform in behalf of
established law and order. We must not shirk the responsi-
bility and put our own selfish interests above those of the
civilization of the world. What a glorious climax it would be
to the part played by our country in the World War if we
should in these days of passion and hatred by act of Congress
comply with the established prineiples of international law and
Lelp by our example to lead the way to peace.

Under the provisions of this bill only forty-four millions out
of three hundred and fifty millions are to be returned. In
addition we are holding two hundred millions In seized ships
and many millions of dollars worth of patents.

We have laid ourselves open to suspicion by the manuface
turers, by the exporters, by the importers, by the merchanty
of Europe, who belleved we went into the World War from the
purest, the highest, and the most idealistic motives, when we
say that this property, which should have been returned a long
time ago, is not to be restored, but by an act of Congress it is
to be held in reprisal for claims against the German Govern-
ment. Why, the gentleman from Ohio got up here and said
that he would like to see every cent of the property belonging
to enemy aliens used to offset the claims of our citizens against
the German Government, and he was applauded on this side——

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FISH, I will yield.

Mr. BEGG. T only made this statement, that If Germany did
not indemnify in any other way I would then take it.

Mr. FISH. I will say to the gentleman we are holding by
this bill $200,000,000 of shipping, we are holding four or five
thousand patents, far more than is required to cover every
single legitimate claim against the German Government even
if we restore all private property.

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FISH. I can not yield. Why, it iz said that the total
legitimate claims amount to $15,000,000, not insurance claims.
I am in the insnrance business, and a large part of them are
not' legitimate. They were pald' for [laughter] by the 10 per
cent war-risk in=urance, but tlie total ¢laims amount to from
$15,000,000 to $30,000,000—less than the cost to the United
States of one day of actual warfare—and now we propose to re-
pudiate for this sum one of the greatest and most important
principles In international law, and the principle that this
Nation has always been foremost to champion. [Applause.]

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I move that the
debate on this section and' all amendments therefo be now
closed.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota moves
that the debate on this section and all amendments thereto be
now elosed. The question is on agreeing to that motion.

Mr. SABATH. My, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. No; I can not

Mr. SABATH. 1 have an amendment that I desire to be
heard on. I want to be heard on that amendment for five
minutes.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Then; Mr. Chaivman, T make it
10 minutes.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota modifies
his motion, The gentleman from Minnesota moves that the
debate on this section and all amendments thereto close in 10
minutes. The question is on agreeing to that meotion,

The motion was agreed to.

Mr, SABATH. Mr, Chairman, T offer an amendment.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota, Mr. Chairman, is it in order to
have a vote now on the slight amendment I have offered, or
will that go over until the debate is closed?

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on agreeing to the motion
of the gentleman from Minnesota,

The motion was agreed to!

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illineis offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offéred by Mr, SaBatr: Page 5, line 16, after the word
“or,” insert “ an individual who was at that time a citizen or subject
of Germany, Austro-Hungary, or who is not a citizen or subject of an
nation, who prior to April 6, 1017, was and is now a permanent residen
of the Unlted States, or.”

Mr., SABATH. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, nearly every
one on that side, as well as on our side, has positively stated
that he is in favor of returning the property that is now being
held by the Alien Property Custodian. It i5 true that one or
two gentlemen have gualified their statements. But I venture
to say that 95 per cent of the membership are in favor of re-
turning and not confiscating this property of the allen enemy.
Consequently, I am hopeful that all of the Members” will be in
favor of this amendment, which provides for the return of
property of resident aliens, men who have lived in America
from 10 to 40 years. The gentleman from Missourl has stated
that no such property has heen taken. He, of course, is mis-
taken. Marny an estate and many a man's property has beén
taken who has been and who is now a resident of the United
States.

Mr. CLARKE of New York. DMr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield for a question?

Mr. SABATH. I regret I have not the finte. ~

During the year 1814—yes; and for many years before—
thousands of our citizens, and someé who were not citizens, were
in Germany when the war broke out—three years before we en-
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tered the war. These people, though residenis of the United
States, were unable to return to the United States. They were
held in Germany against their will and against their protest,
and notwithstanding the fact that they had not been guilty of
any wrongdoing, but because of the fact that they were tempo-
rarily absent from the United States, their property has been
taken by the Alien Property Custodian, and up to this day it
has not been returned to them.

Now, I believe in all fairness that the least thing which we
can do to-day, two yvears after peace has been declared bhetween
our country and Germany—the least thing we can do is to
return the property belonging to those who have made thelr
home in this country and who are permanent residents in the
United States. In the act of 1920 we provided for the return
of the property of those aliens who were sent to detention camps
bhecause of suspicion and acts of disloyalty. In view of that
fact what excuse have we to retain the property of those who
were not accused but found to be loyal and patriotic?

I do not know how many of these claimants there are, hut 1
am of the opinion that there can not be more than 100 or 200,
and that the sum total of all will not be great. In justice I
plead with the committee that this amendment that I have
offered be adopted. Of course, we must bear in mind, Mr.
Chairman and gentlemen, that Germany four years ago by leg-
islation ordered the return of property of American citizens,
and in nearly every instance it has been returned, with the ex-
ception of cases where there was a question of the amount due,
and this only as to before the war—money that was deposited
with the banks. But all the private claims have heen paid.
Now when Germany has returned the property to all of our
citizens I hope we will not continue to hold property belonging
to people, formerly German subjects, who have made their
homes here, many of whom have filed a declaration of their
intention to become ecitizens; and the chances are that in a
year or two they will become American citizens. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

Mr. SABATH. JMr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp.

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman from Tllinois asks unani-
monus consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ob-
Jection? g

There was no objection.

The extension of remarks referred to Is here printed in full
as follows:

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, during the general debate on
the bill each and every Member who took the floor has gone on
record in the strongest and most positive terms that the Gov-
ernment has no right, nor was it intended, to tnke over or
confiscate the property of German nationals. They have set
forth clearly that under the treaty of 1785, entered into be-
tween the United States and Germany, in the event of war
between the two nations the rights and properties of German
citizens were guaranteed. Of course, it is not my intention in
any way to defend the cause of the Imperialistic German Gov-
ernment. I, with a great many other Members, enjoined and
condemned that Government for violating and disregarding
the treaty during the war, and I ask now, Should we in peace
be guilty of that for which we so strongly condemned the
former German Government? Surely, Mr. Speaker, no one
will contend that two wrongs will make a right. Very early
in the war President Wilson and A. Mitchell Palmer, Alien
Property Custodian, gave expression in messages and announce-
ments with regard to the conduct of the war in accordance
with the principles of international law. President Wilson
in one of his messages stated:

We shall conduet our gperations as belligerents without passion and
ourselves observe with proud punetilio the principles of right and of
fair play that we profess to be fighting for.

In the Official Bulletin of November 14, 1917, appeared an
announcement of the then Alien Property Custodian, A. Mitchell
Palmer, stating:

The Purposeﬁ of Conglreﬂs are to preserve enemy-owned pro
the United States from loss and to prevent every use of it which may
be hostile and detrimental to the United States. The Allen Property
Custodian exercises the authority of a common-law trustee; there is no
thonght of a confiscation or dissipation of property thus held in trust.

With suech expression from the President of the United States
and the Alien Property Custodian at that crucial stage of the
war, it is undisputed that they were aware of the rights and
immunities of holders of private property. It is one of the most
settled rules of international law that private property is im-
mune and invielable in time of war, and even In cases of con-
quest. Why, then, Mr. Speaker, the continunous helding of prop-
erties taken over during the war? The time is long past for
the return of the properties, so why delay longer? I hope this

rty in

great Nation of ours will not hesitate now in doing the proper,
right, and honorable thing in returning the properties without
further delay. It will demonstrate that we still adhere to old,
honest traditions and will prove to the German citizenry that
our fight was not against them but against the then German Im-
perialistic Government. -

There are some who elaim that section 5 of the freaty of
January 35, 1921, gives us the right to hold the property for
claims of our citizens. That might be so, but section 5 was em
bodied in the treaty in violation of the striet and positive
provisions of the treaty of 1799, which provided :

ART, XXIV. * * * Apg it is declared that neither the pretense
that war dissolves all treaties, nor any other whatever, shall be con-
sidered as annulling or suspending this and the next preceding article,
but that on the contrary that the state of war is precisely that for
which they are provided, and during which they are to he ns sacredly
observed as the most acknowledged articles in the law of nature and
nations.

Now, Mr. Speaker, in the taking over of the property by our
Government and the placing of it in the hands of the Alien
Custodian we need but to revert to the hearings and the speeches
made on the floor of the House when we considered the legisla-
tion providing for it to determine what the true intent of
Congress was. A perusal of the debate will satisfy the most
doubtful person that the property was taken only to be held by
the Alien Property Custodian so that it could not be used
against our conntry during the war. The gentlemen who had
charge of the bill on the floor of Congress, Mr. MONTAGUE, of
Virginia, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dewalt],
both so positively stated. Therefore I ask, Mr. Speaker, what
right have we to hold the properties any longer?

It is my opinion that a great injustice has been done: that
all of the property hus not been returned before this time: and,
further, notwithstanding that all admit the property should be
returned some day, why does this bill provide that but 10 per
cent of it shonld be returned now; in other words, that we
shounld do 10 per cent justice? Of course, I realize that even
the refurn of 10 per cent of the properties will relieve about
30,000 people in starving and straitened circumstances, yet the
lame justification is given that we should hold the balance as
security for the claims of our own citizens. I am satisfied,
Mr. Speaker, that we could return all of the property now in
the hands of the Alien Property Custodian and that by retain-
ing the German ships seized during the war we will find that
the value of these ships alone will be more than sufficient to
take care of every just claim of American eitizens. It is a
fact that we seized 126 ships during the war; 21 of them were
turned over fo the Army and Navy, and the balance, 105 in
number, were held and used by our Government. The total
tonnage of the 105 ships was over 700,000 tons. It is asserted
that nearly a billion dollars’ worth of claims will be filed with
the Mixed Claims Commission against Germany and Austria.
Precedents and statistics show the settlement of war claims in
past wars have been adjudicated on an 8 per cent basis. Hence
full settlement of all claims would be in the neighborhood of
$80,000,000 or £100,000,000. Can it be denied that the value of
a fleet of 105 vessels, whose tonnage is Letween 700,000 and
800,000 tons, will not serve as a guaranty for the payment of all
claims allowed ?

I am of the opinion that the people of this country are un-
willing that our Government should hold this property to
satisfy unrveasonable and illegal claims flled by marine in-
surance companies. These companies charged tremendous
premiums during the war, which premiums were added to
the cost of transportation and merchandise shipments.

1t is a source of regret that not even a provision was made
in this bill for the return of the properties of Austrians and
Hungarians, against whom, I understand, we have no claims,
unless it be that of some fictitious claims of the marine in-
surance companies, The Government of Austria-Hungary has
not seized or taken any property or business owned within
its borders by the citizens of the United States. Of course,
it was decreed that no such property or income therefrom
could be taken or sent from Austria to the United States or
its allies during the war.

The committee, Mr. Speaker, also failed to include a pro-
vision in the bill which would allow the return of property
of persons permanently resident of the United States. To-
day, as before the war in 1914, we have hundreds of American
citizens In every country of the world. When the war broke
out there were thousands of American citizens in Germany
and Austria-Hungary, there were also some who were not
citizens but who were permanent residents of the United
States, they having resided in our country upward of 10
years and longer. They were of that class of former sub-
Jects of Germany and Austria who had expatriated themselves
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by reason of absence from their native country beyond the
period of 10 years.

The German military law required that all reserves present
rthemselves within 10 years after itheir regular service and a
failure to so .report -would revoke their citizenship. There
were many of this clags who temporarily left the United States
to sojourn in: Germany -and Austria, some on business, some
for their health, others visiting their relatives, many of whom
had return transportation to this country, who, when the war
broke out, found it impossible ‘to return to the United States,
they being held there against their will by the German Gov-
ernment. Notwithstanding that they made many -efforts to
Ieave' they were unable to do so, owing to the strict regula-
tions governing the entry and departure of persons to and from
the country. However, when opportunity did present itself
they did leave and are again in the United States. Though we
have authorized the return of the property of those who were
suspected in ' the United States during the war, of those who
were placed in detention camps, and those who were compelled
to report to the offices of the Department of Justice throughout
the war, we, at this late day, still refuse to return the property
of these permanent residents of the United States who were
not suspected and against whom no eharges of disloyalty were
made. What possible reason can there be that their property
should not be returned to them immediately? Is there any pos-
sible justification for holding it'longer? It is true that they
have not acquired ‘American citizenship, but they have lost
their German -citizenship and are now, in the strictest legal
interpretation, -eitizens without a country but permanent resi-
dents of the United States. And yet they are denied the retnrn
of their property, and that, notwithstanding the fact the Ger-
man Government nearly four years ago, by proper legislation,
ordered the retuen of the; property of ‘American citizens which
they seized.

Some gentlemen, ‘Mr. Speaker, maintain that w: are hold-
ing the property as security. Can anyone contend that Inter-
national law er justice will permit the taking of property that
we hold as custodians or bailees, "It must and no doubt will be
conceded by all familiar with the laws of our land that if any
individual ‘acting as custodian or bailee of any property taken
by him as such:who should fall to turn over property so taken
and held by ‘him-when the action, eause, or time for which he
received sueh property would no longer exist or would be ter-
minated, ‘could ‘not only "‘be prosecuted against civilly and in
trover, but could be prosecuted eriminally for wrongful con-
version or larceny by bailee. The property held by the Alien
Property Custodian was taken by him during the war for the
purpose ‘to preserve and, secondly, to prevent it from being
used against our country during the duration of the war and
for no other purpose. “Therefore I feel that it is our duty—
yes ; justice demands—that the property shall be returned, and
we can not' justify in doing what our laws and what the inter-
national laws say is illegal and unlawful. -

Mpr. ‘Speaker, if the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Com-
mittee had given any consideration to the evidence and to the
law I feel that'they would have, in addition, provided for the
return of ‘the. property owned by the Austrian and Hungarian
citizens and also by the resident aliens. In faet, I honestly
believe that!if the membership of this House could have con-
‘sidered the evidenee and heard the legal arguments of some of
the ‘ablest international authorities and would “be familar
with the precedents established by all the civilized nations,
that the private property-of enemies is inviolate, I feel that the
amendment of the gentleman from ‘Texas, or, at least, my
amendment, would prevail. 'By continuing to hold 90 per cent
of-the property we are violating our precedents and the prece-
dents established, as:I said, by every ecivilized natlon and are
doing what no other civilized nation has ever been guilty of,
namely, taking -and i holding property of individuals for liqui-
dating claims of the Government.

Mr. Speaker, ‘I again state that justice demands that we
without delay order the return of this property.

Mr.. HAWES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimeus consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorb.

The CHAIRMAN. 'Is there objection to the request of -the
gentleman from "Missouri?

There was no objection.

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana.
request.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from !¥Endiana?

There was: no -objection.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the same

Mr. Chalrman, I make the same

request.

The OCHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from /Texas?
There was no objection.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois rose.
The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized

for five minutes.

Mr.. GRAHAM of Tllinois, ‘Mr. Chairman, just a word about
this amendment, It will hardly take me a2 minute to state it.
If this amendment is agreed to it will return all property that
belongs to Germans or Austrians. Notice the langunage of the
amendment—

An individual who was at such time—
that is, the time of the seizure—
& citizen of Germany, Austro-Hungary, or.

I imagine we do not want to do anything of that kind.
This is the same question that was presented a while ago. It
is unnecessary to talk about it. If this amendment is agreed
to, it returns all property of every kind.

Mr. SABATH. The gentleman is in error.

The CHAIRMAN, The guestion is on the amendment of
the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr, SaBaTH].

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr.
SasarH) there were—ayes 44, noes 84.

Accordingly the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Src. 2. That the “trading with the enemy act,” as amended,
is amended h,yr adding thereto the following sections :

“®ec. 20. That no money or other property shall be paid, con-
veyed, transferred, assigned, or dellvered under this act to any agent,
attorney, or representative of any person entitled thereto, unless
satisfactory evidence s furnished the Alien Property Custodian or
the court, as the case mray be, that the fee of . such agent, attorney,
or representative for services in conmection therewith does not exceed
10 per cent.of the valuoe of such money or other property; but noth-
4ng in this section shall be construned as dixing snch fees at 10 per
cent of the value of such money or other property, such 10 per cent
being fixed only as the maximum fee that may be allo or ac-
cepted for such services. '‘Any person accepting any fee in excess
of -such 10 per cent shall, upon conviction  thereof, be punished as
provided in section 16 hereof.

“gec. 21, That the claim of any natoralized American citizen
under the provisioms of thls act shall not be denled on the ground
of any presumption of expatriation which has arisen against him,
under the second sentenmce of section 2 of the act entitled ‘An act
in reference to the expatriation of ecitizens and their protection
abroad,” approved March 2, 1907, if he shall give satisfactory evi-
dence to ihe Alien Property Custodian of his uninterrupted loyalty
to the United States duri his absence, and that he has returned
to the United States, or that he, although desiring to return, haa
been prevented from so returning by circumstances beyond his con-

trol.

“ 8pc. 22. No person -shall be entitled to the return of any prop-
erty or money under the provisions of this act who is a fugitive ?‘mm
ustice from the United States or any State or Territory thereof or tha
Distriet of Columbia,

“8ec. 23. The Allen Property Cuostodian is directed to pay to the
person entitled thereto, “from 'and after the time - this section -takes
effect, the net income. :dividend, interest, annulty,.or other earnings,
accruing and collected thereafter, on any, property or money held in
trust for such person by the Alien Property Custodian or by the
TPreasury of the United States for the account of the Allen Property
Custodian, under such rules and regulations .as the President may

geribe.
pr BEc, 24. The Alien Property Custodian is authorized to pay all
taxes (including specinl assessments), -heretofore er hereafter law-
folly assessed by an{. Jbody Ifollﬁc against .any money or other prop-
erty held by him or by the Treasurer of.-the United States under this
act, and to pay the necessary expenses incurred by him or by any
d tary for him in securing the possession, collection, or eontrol of
any -such money or other (Fropertr. or in protecting or tering
the same,  Such taxes and expenses ghall be paid out of the moneay
or other progerty against which such taxes are assessed or in respect
of 'which such ex are inecurred, or (if such momney or other prop-
erty is insufficient) out of any other money .or property held for the
same person, notwithstanding the fact that a clalm may have been
filed or sult instituted under this act."

Mr, GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
GramaMm] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

endment offered by Mr., Geisam of Illinols: Pa
su"‘l\lltl; out the word * Custodian ' and insert in lien t
lowing : * Custodlan or the court, as the case may be"”

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, this
is simply to make this section conform to the preceding sections
of the trading with the enemy act, by which a claimant can
either go into court or go before the Alien Property Custodian.

‘Mr, WOOD of Indiana. Mr. Chairman.and gentlemen of the
committee, if this bill becomes a law it will relieve all but about
T per cent of those whose property is now held by the Alien
Property Custodian. I sincerely hope that there will not be a
single vote against the passage of this bill. The distress that is
now prevalent among those whose property we are holding beg-
gars all possible description. ‘T trust this vote will be unanimous
for the purpose of showing to these people who were our com-
batants only a short time ago that there is no animosity and no
rancor in “hearts of Americans against the German people.
‘We have many reasons to entertain a feeling of friendliness
toward them. Sixty years ago, when this country was trem-
bling in the balance and when it was not known from one day

14, lne -8,
f: the fol-
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to another whether this Union would survive, the German people
came to our rellef in a most magnanimous way. Ex-Secretary of
the Treasury Robert J. Walker, a citizen of Mississippl, and
who remained loyal to the Union, was sent by Abraham Lincoln
to the German people for relief. He succeeded in borrowing
$250,000,000 from German citizens with which the North could
prosecute the war. He succeeded in selling a billion dollars’
worth of bonds over there, the proceeds of which made it possible
that our Government might survive. I know that war makes
bitter enemies, but I do not believe that during the existence of
the late war, with few exceptions, there was any hatred or feel-
ing against German citizens. I do not believe there is any feel-
ing of that' character now, and there should not be; and if this
bill is passed by the unanimous vote of this House, it will be the
best possible assurance of this fact to these people who are so
much: in need of the friendly offices of this great Government
of ours.

There is no need of our making a declaration. that we will
return the balance of this property. That goes without say-
ing, for we have declared that we do not intend to confiscate
any portion of it. We have asked for no reparation. We
have asked for nothing except that which it is our duty to ask,
that our nationals also receive the same treatment, which I
believe they will receive at the hands of the German Govern-
ment. T regret exceedingly that we have so long delayed the
passage of this bill. But through the red tape that is ever
present in transactions of this character it seems that it has
been impossible’ to- reach it soomer. But this Congress is
drawing rapidly to a close, and we should be derelict in our
duty, this Nation would be- derelict in the duty it owes to
these suffering people, if we should permit Congress not to
pass this bill. I trust it will go through here at the earliest.
possible moment, so that there can be no excuse for its net
Eassing at the other end of the Capitol. Im so doing we willl

ave performed: a duty to humanity and a duty to our country:
[Applause.]

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word,

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr, NEWTON of Minnesota: Mr. Chairman——

The CHATRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman
from Alabama on a motion to strike out the last word.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BANKHEAD. If it will not be taken out of my time.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Not to be taken out of the
gentleman’s time, I should like to submit a request for unani-
mous consent, that all debate on this section and all amend:
ments thereto close in 10 minutes.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Reserving the right to objeet, I
want five minutes.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks
unanimous consent that all debate on this section and all
amendments thereto close in 10 minutes: I8 there objection?

Mr. RAYBURN. 1 object.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas objects.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I should like to amend the
request by making it 20 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent
that all debate: on this section and all amendments thereto
cloge in 20 minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objeetion.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, upon yesterday the distinguished gentleman from Penn-
sylvania, Doctor TeEmpLE, In undertaking to assert that there
was justification by well-recognized precedents for the position
for which he was# contending, asserted that during the Civil
War the officials of the Confederacy confiscated private property
belonging to citizens of the Northern States. I am not in a
position to deny the accuracy of that statement, but rather
assume that it is true, because Doctor TEMPLE asserted it. But
1 think, for the sake of the Rrcorp and for students of this
question who may read this debate, i1t may be a contribution to
the literature on the subject to insert in the Recorp a quotation
on this subject from Charles. Cheny Hyde's recent work on
international law, on page 238, as follows:

In the course of the Civil War the United States—

Not the Confederacy, mark you—

in its endeavor to suppress: the insurrection, and by way of punish-
ment for disloyalty and treasen om the Pnrt of the owners, under-
took by an act of Conﬁran of July 17, 1862, to confiscate property
found within the Union lines: The principle acted upon differed. essen-
tially from that involved in confiscating property of alien enemies,
and gives no m';gort by way of precedent to such procedure. On
Angust 6, 1861, the Congress e ed a law for the confiscation of
property purchased or acquired, sold, or given with intent to aid
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or abet or promote the insurrection or resistance to the laws, or in
case the owner of property should knowingly use or employ it, or
cousent to the use or empl ent. of’ it, for sueh purpose. It was
thus the nature of the use of the property rather than the character
of the owner which was made the tgmum of confiscation. It is. not
believed that this law, in view of the nature of the conflict then exs
indicates legislative approval of the confiscation In a forel
war of the property ofi alien. enemies within the national d dny
As careful an observer as Hall declared that this act of Congress was
the only' instance of’ bellﬁcmnt' confiscation of private g:operty frome
the close of the Napoleonle wars until the time when wrote; yet
he expressed doubt as to whether the usage was old and broad
enough to establsh a rule applicable to all forms of private property.

Mr, SANDERS of Indiana. Will the gentleman. yield?

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield,

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. I wonld like to suggest: to the
gentleman along. the same line that the Confederate Govern-
ment passed a conflseatory act and Great Britain protested
vigorously against it with reference to her nationals living in
the North.

Mr. BANKHEAD: I thank the gentleman for his statement.

Mr, SANDERS of Indiana. I was supporting the gentleman..

Mr. TEMPLE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman.from Alabama.
referred’ to some remarks that I made yesterday. Here is
what, I said yesterday :

T. J. Lawrence, the auther of an exceedingly valuable discussion of.
international law, says that only one instance of such confiseation can
be found in the history of warfare since Napoleonic times, and that was
in the heat of a civil war which we in Ameriea would Hke to forget;
and consisted of confiseation by the Confederate Government. of

r]:irty of these living within its borders who remained loyal to the

o s

In tlie fifth edition of Lawrence's Principles of International
Law, page 424, T find this langnage:

The growth of the &mcu“ of allowing enemy subjects resident in
country to continue there pnmolested during the war carried with it
permission for them to retalm their property ; and in modern times the
real property of enemy subjects has not been imterfered with by the
belligerent States in whose territory it was situated, even when the
owners resided in: their own' or neutral States; :

e one exception ngr
'an act of the Confederate Cnn;m rﬁ“’?ﬁ in 1861, for the appropris-
n

tion. of all enemy property found. e Confederacy, except publle
stocks and' securities. his proceeding was deemed unwarrantably
gevere; and contrary ussge has been so uniform that we may safely
regard the old right to confiscate: or sequestrate as having become:
obsolete through.d e.

I have here the act of the Confederate Congress; approved.
August 30, 1861, that is referred to by Lawrence. I do not care:
to print it in the Recorp, I have also in my mind the corre-
spondence between. Fred J. Cridland, the acting eonsul at Rieh-
mond, and Lord Lyons. Cridland reports the seizare of 2,500

‘hogsheads of tobaceco that belonged to British subjects:because

this property was in some way connected with: the firm of.
August Belmont & Co.,, of New York. Lord Lyons in a dispatch
dated: at the foreign: office, December 6, 1861, replies and dis-
cnsses at considerable length the principles involved, and closes.
with the following. paragraph:

Under these circumstanees. I hawe to instruet yom to rememstrate
strongly with the secretary of state of the so-called Confederate
States on the hardship and injustice of confiscating the property of
nentrale under the sequestration: act of the Confederate Congress,

I only rose because what I stated yesterday was referred to,
and I think I have shown that my statement on yesterday was
absolutely accurate. Mr. Chairman; I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, T do not want to
get into the discussion of the confiscation by the Confederate:
States and by the Federal Government of private property dur-

ing the Civil War, but those of us who live in the South have

understood that a good deal of cotton belonging to private citi-
zens, animals, corn, and! so forth, was taken, even tlie' cover
from the beds of the homes, and after the war the Federal Gov-
ernment confiscated millions of dollars under the guise of' a cot-
ton tax, which it has failed to pay back, though violative of
every principle of right and justice operative in behalf of a de-
fenseless people. I do not want to bring that into this:contro-
versy. But it does remind me that it was not what was taken:
for the maintenance of the Federal Army and the depredations
during the war that has been so hard to forget, but what was
done after the war. Things like this cotton tax, the period. of
carpet-bag. rule, and so forth. When the war is on fight the
best you can, and then when the war is over quit fighting.
Bither destroy utterly or leave the fellow you have been fight-
ing in the best possible mental attitude to take his place in the
world as & good neighbor. [Applause.] I think that is a sound
proposition.. I know it i&. Now, I can not see the philosophy
or reasoning for the procedure here contemplated.

Everybody says, you all say, that it is not contemplated that
one' single cent of this money being held by the Alien Property
Custodian is to be confiscated. We proclaim that to the world
in no uncertain terms., Then, in the name of common sense,
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what coercion, what advantage can we expect to exercise by
reason of the retention of property which we declare we Intemd
eventually to turn over to the owners? I can not get the sense
of this from any angle. We have claims, T understand, of
about a billion dollars filed against Germany and its nationals.
We do not have enough on hand now to pay these claims if we
retain all we have. If we are going to retain part, as is pro-
posed by this bill, why not retain all? If we are going to return
a part, why not return it all? I do not see the common sense
of it, nor any possible benefit from this piecemeal procedure.
We say we are not going to conflscate a cent, and yet our pro-
cedure is enough to make the world doubt the honesty of our
declaration. The only thing I can see in this procedure is that
it will make it necessary to retain on the pay roll the cus-
todians, clerks, lawyers, and others who are holding this
property.

There are too many of that sort of people living off of the
wreckage of the war. The more they absorb the less there will
remain to pay the world's war debts and rebulld its devastated
areas and revive Its normal activities. If we are golng to con-
fiscate this property finally, do it now. If we are going to turn
it back, do it now and let these people who have been living off
of this property for years find something else to do.

Somewhere, somehow in the economy of the world some one
must pay the alien property custodians for their retention of
this stuff. I say the world has enough debt and enough burden
upon its back, without retaining those which can be gotten off.
Turn back a part of what is not enough now to pay our claims,
declaring at the same time we are going to turn the remalnder
back, but retain enough to justify hiring a lot of lawyers, clerks,
and an Alien Property Custodian to fool around with this prop-
erty, which we say we will eventually turn over, is a policy
the wisdom of which I can not understand. That policy brings
nothing to those who have suffered loss, It postpones the own-
ers to whom we say we will eventually return it. It helps no-
body except the custodlans who are drawing their salaries from
the earnings of the property, and possibly the banks in which
money is deposited. I repeat, that the wise policy is to fight
until the war is over. Then quit. Wind up as quickly as pos-
sible. Take what is to be taken. Give back what is to be given
and get rid of the army of noncombatants wlo live off, as long
as possible, that which is salvaged from the war. I hope the
Senate will insist upon doing now the plain and common-sense
thing, and that is to wind up the whole matter and let what-
ever of this property we say we are not going to confiscate, and
we say we are not going to confiscate any 0? it, go back to the
owners to whom we expect to give it in the next year or so.

Mr, SANDERS of Indlana. Mpr, Chairman, the gentleman
says that he hopes the Senate will do something. The gentle-
man i aware that the Democratic leader has a bill now before
that body to take this property and with it pay American
claims,

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I do not care what the Demo-
cratic leader has done. I do not want the Republican side of
the House when it occasionally gets half right to spoil its posi-
tion by undertaking to follow the Democratic leader of another
Chamber. What you ought to do when you are uncertain is to
follow the Democratic leader on this side of the House. [Laugh-
ter and applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Illinois.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow-
ing amendment which I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 14, line 22, strike out the words “ Property Custodian or by the
Treasury ' and insert “ Property Custodian or by the Treasurer.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment,

The amendment was agreed to. .

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota, Mr. Chairman, I move that the
committee do now rise and report the bill with the amendments
to the House with the recommendation that the amendments
be agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly the committee rose,
and Mr. Cameners. of Kansas having resumed the chair as
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Awxperson, Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported
that that committee had had under consideration the bill

II. It 14222 and had direeted himi to report the same back to
the House with sundry amendments, with the recommendation
that the amendments be agreed to and that the bill as amended
do pass,

Mr, NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move the
previous question on the bill and amendments to final passage,
The SPEAKER pro tempore, The previous question Is
ordered under the rule, Is a separate vote demanded on any,
amendment? If not, the Chair will put them en grosse, The
questlon is on agreelng to the amendments. !

The amendments were agreed to. |

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill !

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
and was read the third time. Al

Mr, RAYBURN. Mr, Speaker, I offer the following motion to
recommit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. RAYBURN moves to recommit the bill H. R, 14222 to the Commit-
tee on Interstate and Forel Commerce, with instructions to report
the same back forthwith with the following amendment: On page 1
lines 5 and 6, strike out the words * not an enemy or ally of ene I."

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move the pre-
vious question on the motlon to recommit,

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 18 on the motion
to recommit,

Mr. RAYBURN.
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 123, nays 181,
answering * present " 2, and not voting 119, as follows:

Mr Speaker, on that I demand the yeas

YEAS—123.
Abernethy Dunbar Les, Ga. Sabath
Almon Favrot Linthicum Sandlin
Aswell Flelds Logan ears
Bankhead Fish London Binclalr
Beck Fisher Jsuce BR0N
Bell Frear %:[yon Bmithwick
Black Fulmer oClintla Rpeaks
Blanton Funk McDuffia Spronl
Bowling Garrett, Tenn, MacGregor Stafford
Box Garrett, Tex, Maloney Steagall
Briggs Hawes Mansfield Stedman
Britten Hayden Martin Stevenson
Browne, Wis. Herrick Mead Sumners, Tex.
Buchanan Hickey Montague Sweet
Byrnes, 8. C, Hogan Moore, Va, Tague
Byrns, Tenn, Hooker Morgan Tu\ﬁyck
Cantrill Huddleston Nelson, J. M. Tinkham
Carew Mudspeth Norton Turner
Carter Hukriedae O’'Connor %’s«m
Chalmers Hull Oldifield pshaw
Clague Humphreys, Miss. Oliver Talle
Clark, Fla. Jacoway Patterson, Mo. Vinson
Cockran James Perlman Weaver
ollier Jeffers, Ala, u Wilson
Cooper, Wis Johnsoun, Ky. Iney, 111 Wise
Coughlin Jones, Tex, Raker Woodrulf
Crisp Kissel Ramseyer Woodyard
Cullen Kraus Rankin Wright
Davls, Tenn, Lanham Rayburn Wurzbach
al Lankford Riordan
Dominick Larsen, Ga, Roach
Doughton Lazaro Rouse
NAYS—181.
Ackerman Drewry Humphrey, Nebr. Michener
Anderson Driver Husted Miller
Andrew, Mass, Dupré Ireland dall
Andrews, Nebr. Edmonds Jefferis, Nebr. Moore, Ohio
Anthony Elliott Johnson, 8, Dak. Moores, Ind
Appleby Ellis Kearns Mott
Arentz Evans Kelley, Mich, Murphy
Atkeson Fairfield Kelly, Pa Nelson, Me
Barbour ranst Kendall Nelson, A. P,
Be enn Ketcham Newton, Miun,
Bixler ess Kincheloe Newton, Mo,
Bland, Va. focht Kirkpatrick Nolan
Boles Fordney Kline, N, Y. Ogden
Bond Toater Kline, Pa. Paige
Brooks, Pa. French Langley Parker, N. J,
Bulwinkle rrothingham Larson, Minn, Parker, N. Y.
Burtness fuller Lawrence Parks, Ark.
Butler Gallivan Layton Paul
Cable Gensman Lea, Calif. Perkins
Campbell, Kans. Gernerd Leatherwood Porter
Campbell, Pa. iford Lehlbach Pou
Chindblom ilbert Lineberger Purnell
Christopherson  Graham, TlL Little Ransley
Clarke, N. X, Green, Towa Longworth Reece
Cole, lowa Greene, Mass, Lowray Reed, N. Y.
Cole, Ohio Greene, Vt, Luhrin W. Ya.
Colton Griest MeArthur Rhodes
Cooper, Ollo Griffin MeCormi Ricketts
Copley Hadley McFadden Riddick
Crago Hammer cKenzie Robertson
Cramton Hardy, Colo. cLaughlin, Mich.Robsion
Curry Hau McLaughlin, Nebr.Rodenberg
Dale Hawley McPherson Rogers
Dallinger Henry MacLafferty Sanders, Ind.
rToOwW Hersey Madden Shaw
Dempsey Hicks Magea Shelton
Denison Hin Mapes Shreve
Dickinson Hoch Merritt Sionott
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The guestion now is on the | Classon Hutchinson Park, Ga. TPaylor, N. I.
ssage of the bill \ . Clouse Jefferis, Nebr, Patterson, N. J. Thomas
passag ¥ ' Codd Johmson, Miss. Petersen Treadw,
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s Nahe, Pass iy rooks, Pa. The Clerk snnounced the following additional pairs:
ﬁfﬁ:;' s gn;e: Bﬁﬁnﬁ:’k Mr. Cramton with Mr. Garner.
Appleby Be Bowling Lnlwinkle Mr. Treadway with Mr. Doughton.
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Mr. Snell with Mr., Kindred.

Mr, Lampert with Mr. Sullivan.

Mr. Bacharach with Mr, McSwaln,

Mr. Snyder with Mr. Kitchin.

Mr. Taylor of New Jersey with Mr. Drane.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

On motion of Mr. NEwroxy of Minnesota, a motion to recon-
imler the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the
able.

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW.

Mr, MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I agk unanimous consent that
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 11
o'clock to-morrow,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wyoming
asks unanimous consent that when the House adjourns to-day
it adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow. Is there objection?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Tennes-
see objects. :

INCOME TAX OF NONRESIDENT ALIENS.

Mr. GREEN of Towa. Mr, Speaker, I call up the bill (H.
I, 14050) a bill unanimously reported by the Committee on
Ways and Means, and ask unanimous consent that it be con-
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union. It will only take a short time to dis-
pose of it

Mr. MADDEN. Is it a privileged bIII?

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from JTowa
calls up a bill which the Clerk will report.

Mr. BLANTON. May I understand what it is that the gen-
tleman asks?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman presents a
privileged bill which the Clerk will report.

Mr., BLANTON. But I do not want the unanimous-consent
privilege to pass,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It hag not been put yvet. The
Clerk will report the bill by title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 14050) to amend the revenue act of 1921 in respect
to income tax of monresident aliens.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Towa
[Mr. GrEEN] asks unanimous consent that the bill may be
considered in the House a8 in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Speaker. reserving the right to object,
how long will it take to pass it?

Mr., GREEN of Iowa. About 10 minutes.

Mr. BLANTON. There will be debate on it. Tt is now
half-past 5. Why not put it off until to-morrow? ;

Mr. GREEN of Towa. I did not think there would be any
debate on it. It has been unanimously reported by the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, this bill has had a unanimous
report from the Committee on Ways and Means. I have dis-
cussed the matter with my two Democratic colleagues that I

uld get access to—the gentleman from Mississippl [Mr,
%(:n.r,m], and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. OLDFIELD]—
and they will have no objection, and T myself shall not object
to the consideration of this bill in the House as in Committee
of the Whole. I want to say that if that is done there will
be no general debate at all. It will be considered under the
five-minute rule, and I should not think it would take more
than a very few minutes to dispose of it.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr, Speaker, let the bill be reported be-
fore the stage of the unanimous-consent privilege is passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 210 of the revenue act of 1921 is
amended, to take effect January 1, 1922, to read as follows:

““ NORMAL TAX,

“8ec. 210. (a) That in lien of the tax imposed by section 210 of
the revenue act of 1918 there shall be levied, collected, and paid for
each taxable year upon the net income of every individual (except as
provided in subdivision (b) of this section) a normal tax of g) er
cent of the amount of the net income in excess of the credits provided
In section 216, except that in the case of a citizen or resident of the
United States the rate upon the first §4,000 of such excess amount ghall
be 4 per cent.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. It will be practically impossible for
a person who is not familiar with the revenue act to under-
stand the reading of the bill. Perhaps the gentleman would
be satisfied if T made a statement about it.

Mr., STAFFORD. If it is an important amendment we
shiould have a statement of it. It seems to be an amendment of
an important revenue act.

Ar, COOPER of Wisconsin, Mr, Speaker, reserving the right
to object, T would like to inquire of the gentleman from Iowa,

if I understood it correctly from the reading, if that is ex post
facto law, to take effect January 1, 1922, a year ago?
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The bill would apply to taxes to be
paid this year. This is simply a reciprocity bill with Canada,
Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I object.
) The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Texas ob-
ects.
AMENDMENT OF THE WAR RISK INSURANCE ACT—CONFERENCE
REPORT (REPT. NO. 1687).

Mr, SWEET, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, submitted for printing under the rule the conference
report and accompanying statement on the bill (H, R, 10003)
to amend and modify the war risk insurance act.

RURAL CREDIT LEGISLATION.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
print in the Recorp, in 8-point type, a letter from the Secretary
of Commerce, and another letter from the Secretary of Agri-
culture, in regard to pending rural credit legislation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minne-
sota asks unanimous conszent to extend his remarks in the
Recorp on the subject indicated in 8-point type. Is there ob-
Jjection?

There was no objection.

Following are the letters referred to:

DEPARTMENT oF COMMERCE,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, February 23, 1923,
Hon. SYnDNEY ANDERSON,
House of Representatives, Washington, D, €.

My Deanr CoxGrREssMAN; I have your letter of to-day’s date
requesting my present views as to the Lenroot-Anderson rural
credit bills, As you know, this department recommended the
principles now incorporated in this bill over a year ago, and we
would feel it would be a great disaster if it should fail to
become law.

It is scarcely necessary to repeat that the principles of this
bill were recommended by the Joint Commission of Agricul-
tural Inquiry after consnltation with responsible banking author-
ities. It was formally approved by the Federal Reserve Board
on January 26, 1922; indorsed as sound by the Treasury De-
partment on February 22, 1922; was again recommended by the
credits committee of the Agricultural Conference, upon which
the Federal Reserve Board, the War Finance Corporation,
were represented, together with other responsible financial au-
thorities. It has been earnestly recommended and supported
by the President and has been passed unanimously by the
Senate. Thus the bill has had most unusual consideration and
the widest of support.

This bill extends the functions of the Farm Loan Board so
as to adequately mobilize that part of needed farm credit
“intermediate ” between farm mortgages and commercial pa-
per, the former being now organized under the Farm Loan
Board, the latter under the Federal reserve system, It is
no departure from the underlying principle of the public sup-
port to mobllization of private credit, as exemplified and in
successful operation by the Farm Loan Board in farm mort-
gages, Its funds, except the temporary capital advanced by
the Treasury, must be obtained from the investing publie, and
are thus under constant check of confidence of the investors, It
is my own opinion that this machinery should be set in motion
at the earliest moment,

The diminished buying power of our farmers to a point
below pre-war levels and the fact that they are in the middle
and far West paying 8 to 12 per cent interest at the present
moment on this type of credit should be ample evidence of
necessity for constructive aid. The only way to secure a reduc-
tion of these rates is to erect the machinery by which the
investment capital of the East may flow easily and safely into
these areas.

There are many useful provisions in the Capper bill, but I
do not believe that its author expected that its permissive char-
acter would replace the positive machinery and assurance to
the farmer of immediate remedy through an existing and defi-
nite agency, as provided in the Lenroot-Anderson bill.

A very lmportant reason for the provision of this credit ma-
chinery is that much of the * intermediate™ farmers’ credit
falls outside of the real field of the Federal reserve system. It
is just as important to the farmer as to the commercial public
that the demand deposits of the country should be confined to
very short term credits. And unless some organized institution
i1s provided which can positively mobilize investment capital of
the country to supply credit need which lies outside of the
natural and economic purview of the demand deposits mobilized
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under the Federal reserve system then the system itself will
be in constant danger of encroachment.

I am advised that even if it should come about that ade-
quate * intermediate farm eredits™ were organized through
the Federal reserve system there is danger that they would be
secured in emergency through inflation of the currency. To
expand the ability of the Farm Loan Board to mobilize the
private investiment capital of the country through a temporary
advance of capital from the Treasury would not have this
result.

Yours faithfully,
Hereery HOOVER,
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
Washington, February 23, 1923.
Hon. SYDXEY ANDERSON,
House of Representatives.

Dear Mg, Anpersox: I have your letter of February 22, In
which you suggest that, in view of what has been said recently
with regard to rural-credits legislation, it would be helpful if I
would restate my position on this question. 1 am glad to com-
ply with this suggestion.

A considerable part of the farmer's credit needs are to be
classed neither with short-time credit, as thought of in com-
mercial circles, nor long-term mortgage credit, but are repre-
sented by what we have come to call intermediate credit; that
ig, a term of eredit which corresponds fairly well with the farm-
er's turnover period, which varies from six months to as long
as three years in the case of breeding stock. The need for some
such system of intermediate credit has been recognized for 30
vears or more, and has been brought to public attention in a
strikingly emphatic way during the past three years. The lack
of it has caused hundreds of thousands to fail, has imposed
great finaneial suffering upon millions, and has injuriously af-
fected general business and industry. In my opinion, there is
nothing that can be done through legislation that will be so
helpful in reestablishing agriculture on a sound basis as the
prompt enactment of a satisfactory rural credits bill; and the
reestablishment of agriculture is now generally looked upon as
a national need.

The two bills passed by the Senafe and now in the House,
while similar in some of their provisions, have little in common
in their main features.

The Lenroot-Anderson bill is a true rural-credits measure
as that term is generally understood.

The Capper bill 18 not a rural-credits measure in the usual
meaning of the term, but is designed to encourage by Govern-
ment authority the organization of private corporations organ-
ized and operated for the profit of their stockliolders and super-
vised by the Comptroller of the Currency. These corporations
are to have a capital stock in a minimum amount of $250,000
and are authorized to issue debentures to an amount not ex-
ceeding ten times their paid-in capital and surplus, on the
basis of live-stock paper and agricultural paper when secured
by warehouse receipts. The debentures are further secured by
certain deposits in a Federal reserve bank. Larger rediscount
corporations with a eapital stock of not less than $1,000,000 may
also be organized, and these, too, may issue debentures on a
plan similar to the smaller corporation. Special provisions are
made for the supervision of corporations organized under the
act from the office of the Comptroller of the Currency, as well
as for the examination of the institutions and inspection of the
security back of the paper handled by them. The bill is care-
fully drawn and the credit facilities it authorizes may prove
highly useful to ranching interests, if actually brought into ex-
istence. The plan does not, however, meet the farmer's needs
‘for intermediate eredit. It is not designed to meet the needs of
the great surplus-producing States in which diversified farming
iz followed. It does not protect borrowers against excessive
interest rates. It gives the color of Federal support to large
money-making corporations organized for that especial purpose.

The Lenroot-Anderson bill, on the other hand, sets up defi-
nite intermediate-credit facilties, with powers and functions
broad enough to serve agriculture in all its phases. The bill
owes its origin to a plan devised about a year ago as a result
of the thorough and exhaustive studies by the Joint Commis-
glon of Agricultural Inquiry. The plan has received the care-
ful study of a large number of persons outside of Congress, as
well as within, who know the credits needs of agriculture not
only from the banker's standpoint but also from that of the
farmer. As a result of this study the original plan has been
amplified and amended in many particulars.

The Lenroot-Anderson bill as it passed the Senate has re-
celved the cordial approval of the President and has been re-
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celved by the farmers of the country as a well-considered ef-
fort to meet their credit needs. The outstanding features of
the bill are:

1. A farm-credits department is set up in each of the 12
Federal land banks, to be managed by the “district directors”
appointed by the Federal Farm Loan Beard for ihe various
banks.

2. The Federal Government will subscribe to the eapital
stock of each farm-credits department, as called for by these
departinents, up to an amount of $5,000,000. If in case of any
department such eapital should prove insufficient, it may, with
the approval of the President of the United States, be inereased,
provided that the aggregate of such increase for all depart-
ments shall not exceed $60,000,000.

3. The earnings of each department are to be applied in turn:
to expenses of operation, to a 4 per cent dividend on the stock,
to the building up of a surplus until such fund reaches $2,000.-
000, after which 25 per cent of the earnings go to the retire-
ment of the Government's ecapital stock until it is reduced to
$1.000,000.

4. The farm-credits departments are aunthorized to discount
and to purchase agricultural and live-stock paper having a ma-
turity of not less than six months nor more than three years,
for and from banks, live-stock loan companies, and farmers’
cooperative credit associations, and may also make loans direct
to associations under specified conditions.

5. To provide additional loanable funds, collateral trust de-
bentures may be issued by the departments in an amount not
to exceed ten times their paid-in capital and surplus.

0. Rates of discount may not exceed by more than 1 per cent
the rate paid on debentures, and paper disconnted must not in-
volve a rate to the farmer higher than 13 per cent above the
discount rate,

7. The debentures issued by the farm-credits departments of
the Federal land bank will be secured not only by specific col-
lateral and the eapltal of the issuing department, but each of
the 12 departments assumes a contingent liability on all de-
bentures issued by any other department.

8. The assets and liabilitles of the farm-credits depariments
will be separate and distinet from the asseis and liabilities of
the existing farm-mortgage departments in each Federal land
bank, so that farm-loan bonds as at present issued will in no
respect be affected by the establishment of the farm-credits
departments.

9. The farm-credits departments will be under the general
supervision of the Federal Farm Loan Board, and means are
provided for the examination of institutions offering paper for
discount and of the specific security back of such paper.

10. The Federal reserve act is amended by extending the term
of discount on agricultural and live-stock paper from six
months to nine months, by slightly increasing the permissible
dividend rate to member banks in order more generally to in-
duce State banks to enter the Federal reserve system, and by
temporarily reducing the capital requirements for the admis-
sion of such banks,

Much of the comment and newspaper discussion on these bhillg
wotlld lead one to think that either one will meet the farmers'
intermediate credit needs and that the problem is that of a
choice between them. Such is by no means the ease. One is 4
rural eredit bill. The other is not.

It is highly doubtful that corporations of the kind authorized
in the Capper bill would be organized outside of the districts
where considerable volumes of live-stock loans are needed, and
even If such corporations were organized in other parts of the
country, they would be absolutely ineffective in providing the
farmer with better facilities for working or production credit
in general agriculture.

The Lenroot-Anderson bill, on the other hand, embodying the
original joint-commission plan in amplified and amended form,
would provide a channel for all kinds of legitimate agricultural
and live-stock ecredit paper drawn for a term of from six
months to three years. In brief, the following significant
merits may properly be claimed for this bill:

1. Tt utilizes existing credit machinery to the fullest possible
extent.

2. It can be put into operation promptly and will reach every
section of the United States.

3. Because it so largely utllizes existing machinery the
necessary overhead expense can be held to a minimum.

4. It can be expanded to meet emergencies without requiring
new legislation.

5. It will make available to the farmer credit for such term
as synchronizes with his period of production and make un-
necessary the present practice of agreeing to repay before the
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borrowed ecapital has yielded returns to the borrower and user.

6. It will reduce the cost of eredit to the farmers, particu-
larly for sections remote from centers of surplus capital.

7. It will transform the farmers' intermediate eredit paper
into standardized investment securities which can be safely
bought by investors anywhere without investigation of the
specifie security back of them.

8. While subseription to capital by the Federal Government
is called for by this plan, the amount reguired is moderate and
adjusted to the actual needs of agriculture. It does not, like
some of the other plans proposed, tie up $300,000,000 to $500,-
000,000 of the Government's funds. The use of the Govern-
ment's capital is for the most part temporary, and provision is
made for a reasonable return to the Government on such
capital.

I believe the Lenroot-Anderson blll as it passed the Senate
offers a satisfactory basis for a real rural-credit system which
would promote more stable farm production and more orderly
marketing. It is a response in good faith to the repeated
promises which have been made to the farmers.

I can see no strong objection to the enactment of the Capper
bill also, but to offer the latter as a rural credits bill or a
substitute for the Lenroot-Anderson bill would give the farmers
of the Nation the best of reasons for feeling that in reply to
their request for bread they had been offered a stone.

Very sincerely,
Hexry C. WALLACE, Secretary.
EXTENSION OF REMARKS,

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to extend my remarks in the Recoep on the Near East
question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks on the Near
East question. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The extension of remarks referred to is here printed in full
as follows: :

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, during recent years
no subject relating to Europe perhaps has had a more sympa-
thetic consideration of the people of this Nation than that which
relates to the Near East. For hundreds of years the Turk in
his relation to civilization, and especially to the inhabitants of
western Europe, has been one of deep concern to Christian
nations.

An editorial appearing in the Macon (Ga.) Telegraph on
Febroary 16 is so elucidating that I believe it is worthy of the
consideration of this House, and therefore desire to bring it
to the attention of this body. It is entitled “ Justice to the
Turk,” and follows:

[From the Macon Daily Telegraph.]
JUSTICE TO THE TURK,

Editorial reference has already been made to Editor Julian Harris's
astounding defense of the Turk. His charity would be admirable were
it supported b, un{ measare of facts and were It mot an Implied
eriticism of a long list of martyrs of which the world is not worthy,
and even of fine girls who have been outra, by multiplicity of Turks
in soccession a then sent to Turkish rems. The Telegraph ac-
knowledges its lack of first-hand Information, but evidently our lack

is no ter than that of Editor Harris.
To-day we wish to put on the witness stand Charles F. G. Master-
man, wﬂo has had a long career In Englizsh public life, being several

times member of Parliament, undersecretary of the State home de-
artment, and financial secretary to the treasury. Mr. Masterman
a futhor of “ The Heart of the Emplre,” “ In Peril of Change,” and
“ The Condition of England." His testimony appeared in the Atlantic
Mounthly for January under the caption “ The return of the Turk.,”
He quotes from official documents and eyewitnesses of the highest
ffere are some of his remarkable statements:

dependability.
* The His return will mean the

Turk bhns returned to Europe.
despair of sll those who are working for the return of rmanent
eace. * * * The Turk never has had and never will have a
omeland in Europe. He entered as a barbaric tribe, like a scourge
or a plague, * ¥ * There seems to be in the Turk an unalterable
and inexplicable element of blight after wictory.”

The Turk, says Mr. Masterman, has never worked and produced ;
he has only lived upon the Christlan populations over whom heé has
mlsruled,i% undered. outraged, and massacred.

“The Turk has produced nothing In musie, art, science, or any of
the prominent elements of civilization. * * * Ha is allen to every-
thing that Europe regards as legitimate methods of treating people who
are subject to another's sway. And he has now grown so tired of
the continual interference of Europe with his periodic massacres and
atroclities that he has made ug his mind to aveld the necessity of
such interference in the future by the simple method of extermination
of all the Christian people under his control. Ry so doing he has
committed suicide, for he is killing in every town and village or put-
ting to flight by the fear of his advent all the artificers and 8
of anything in the way of manufactore, and is leaving nothing but a
bankrupt nation of men who appear to have no capacity but in earry-
ing on a war and to a limited extent in the work of agriculture."

But while the Turk is killlng ont or driving out to tbe point of
extermination he is very friendly to the Jews, and, as Mr. Masterman
supposes, * hopes that by giving concessions of great wealth In Asia
Minor fo various competing Furopean financiers, he will obtain the
monl:-y tnaeﬁ‘s.mry for his own desire to live on easy lines, doing no
work a 5

Mr. Masterman makes a terrific indictment of the governments of
western Europe, especially his own gternment, for allowing the Turk
to have continued his inhumanities, barbarities, and unnameable crimes
against women and girls who prize their virtue as highly as our own
mothers and sisters prize theirs,

While Mr. Masterman would not dare to criticize the American Gov-
ernment as he does his own Government, and recognizes that America
has shown an enormous compassion in deeds as well as In words, he
confesses his great surprise at *' the comparative indifference of America,
and es ally of the erican churches, to the doings of the Turks in

, and to the present hideous situation.” He also brings out the
fact that America s allowed the noble work bei done for the
Christlan populations in Turkey to be almost ohlltemte?

* During the war,"” says Mr. Masterman, “ the Turks wiped out the
whole of American civilization (in Turkey) in pursuit of the policy ot
murder and torture, when it would bave been better for the most part
that their yvictims had been killed outright.”

Under Mr., Masterman's supervision was compiled a record of crimes
of the Turk during the World War, with Professor Toynbee, the his-
torian sort.ln* and correlating the evidence for over six months. This
commission of distinguished experts cut out for the most part evidence
which could not be corroborated, and also threw out most all of the
native evidence. * The report in book form is a record of testimony from
European men and women who actually saw the things happen, and
who were impotent to prevent these hideous ha penlng's. They caused
the considered judgment of Lord Bryce to condemn them as an effort
to exterminate a whele nation, without discrimination of age or sex,
whose misfortune it was to be subjects of a nation devold of sympathy
or pity, and thi;olic,r they disclosed as one without precedent even in
the blood-stain annals of the Hast.” What the rks have done
against their Christian subjects and the comparative indifference of mot
on(l‘ﬁ western nations but of Christendom, are the blackest spots on
modern history. The report of these experts was published as a British

Government document entitled " The Treatment of Armenians in the
Ottoman Em " Mr. Masterman summarizes some of the striking
features in this report, as follows :

“It (the testimony) reveals an attempt at the extermination of a -
race. e men suffered least. They were taken out at the port of
Trebizond and sunk in the Black Sea or were carried up into the valleys,
separated from the women and children, and there slaughtered by
bayonet or rifie. d k

*“The most terrible fate was that of the girls brought up in the
American colleges and schools, as delicate and refined, and often as dis-
tinguished in intelligence, as the girls of London or Boston or New
York. Many of these were outraged and then had thelr throats cut;
many were outraged by many Turkish soldiers each and committed sul-
cide or went insane ; others were taken after this experience into Turk-
ish harems, where they still remain.

“The old men and women and the children were driven in great
bateaus through the desert, without food or water, flogged when they
rested or lay down exhausted, until hunger or disease or some kindly
bullet of their escorts put am end to r ry. That was done
during the war by direct command from Constantinople itself, especially
lgﬂTtmat and Enver Bey. Talaat was subsequently assassinated in

lin by an Armenlan wgmve family had suffered under this policy of
dwum;t??gd it is to the honor of the German court that the assassin
Was acqu s .

Talk about the Germans being as bad as the Turk! They were bad
‘*“"’“QI),‘- but they did not represent but misrepresented their religion.
The Turk, while much worse than other Hofnmedans, has repre- °
sented both his race and his religlon at their worst. * Where the Turk-
ish feet tread the gRu never grows ™ and flowers cease to bloom.

While the ym& rks have an infusion of ‘the fine guality of Jewish
blood, they nevertheless have adopted the of “ systematic annihi-
lation of the Christian population In order that in the future they
should be bothered no more by Eurepean protest on the subject of their
ill treatment.”

If the Armenian Christians had gone all the way with the Master
and always turned the other cheek, perhaps by this time the Turk wonld
have been converted; but until we ourselves learn to turn the other
cheek our tongues and pens and arms should be lifted in the defense
of the martyrs and not in the def of the ters.

Mr, ROUSE., Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp on House Resolution 492,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp
on House Resolution 492. Is there objection?

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
I want to ask the gentleman from Kentucky whether he would
touch upon the action of the majority in laying this matter on
the table?

Mr. ROUSE. That is the resolution.

Mr. STAFFORD. That was the one that was slaughtered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Isthere objection to the request
of the gentleman from Kentucky?

There was no objection.

The extension of remarks referred to is here printed in full
as follows:

Mr. ROUSE. Mr, Speaker, the law relative to the appoint-
ment of postmasters, which was approved by the President
April 24, 1920, states:

Whenever & vacancy occurs from any ecanse the appointment of a
regular postmaster shall be made without unnecessary delay.

House Resolution, 492, which I introduced on the 23d day of
January last, reads as follows: :

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, direeted
to Inform the House of Representatives—

(1) Of the post offices in which a vaeaney in the postmastership
thereof has occ xl sinee Mnf 10, 1921, for which no certified eligible
or list of eligibles for appointment, as regular postmaster therein,
obtained at the time the vacancy arose; of the name of each such

ee, the date on which the vacancy arose, the date of the request
of the Civil Bervice Commission for a eertified e le or list of

eligibles for ular appointment thereto, the date of the receipt from
the Civil Service Commission of a certified ellgible or list of ellgibles
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therefor, and the dafe on which appointment of a regular postmaster
was made; and

(2) Of the post offices in which a vacancy in the postmastership
thereof has occurred since May 10, 1921, for which a certified eligible
or list of eligibles for appoiniment as regular postmaster therein ob-
tained at the time the vacancy arose; of the name of each such office,
the date on which the vacancy arose, and the date on which appoint-
ment of a regular postmaster therefor was made ; and

(3) Of the appointments of temporary postmasters since May 10,
1921, if any, of the offices for which sueh temporary appointments
were made, of the date on which the vacancies arose, of the date on
which such temporary appointments were made, and of the date on
which the appointment of a regular postmaster was made.

The House earlier in the day voted, by a striet party vote,
to deny the membership of the House and the country the infor-
mation relative to the appointment of postmasters. I contend
that the Postmaster General has violated the law by not com-
plying with the law of April 24, 1920, and I also contend that
the Civil Service Commission is-a party to this violation. I
desire to cite one case, and there are many other cases which
are similar.

About the middle of August, 1921, a eivil-service examination
was held for applicants for the post office at Bedford, Ky. In
this examination five applicants contested, three applicants re-
ceiving a passing grade, namely, W. T. Bare, C. A. Bell, and
B. B. Black, and two applicants failed to receive a passing
grade, althongh one having heen given eredits allowed to ex-
service men. During the month of October, 1921, the Civil
Service Commission certified the three eligibles to the Post
Office Department to be considered for appointment of post-
master at Bedford, Ky. The three men certified are highly
respected citizens of the county in which they live. The Post
Office Department declined to appoint any one of the three
Some time during the early summer of 1922 charges were filed
with the Post Office Department against one of the eligibles,
by name, William T. Bare, because he had permitted some
political literature to be posted in his place of business. Mr.
Bare had, about 10 years previous to taking this examination,
been elected clerk of the circuit court of his county. He served
as clerk of the eircuit court honorably and faithfully for six
years: he had also been elected to various offices connected
with the Order of Red Men in the State of Kentucky, and sev-
eral months before he took the civil-service examination for
postmaster at Bedford had been elected to the highest office of
the Order of Red Men of the State of Kentucky. Notwith-
standing these honors which had been bestowed upon Mr. Bare
by the citizens of his county and by the Order of Red Men of
the State of Kentucky, the Civil Service Commission declded
that Mr. Bare was not a suitable person to be appointed post-
master, and his name was stricken from the eligible register.
By this order of the Civil Service Commission the Post Office
Department was enabled to appeint a temporary postmaster at
Bedford, and appointed one of the applicants who failed to re-
ceive a passing grade in the examination, and who Is serving as
a temporary postmaster to this day.

After the facts relative to the charges which had been filed
against Mr. Bare had been reported to me I immediately took
the matter up with the Civil Service Commission and stated to
the commission that if their action in removing Mr. Bare with
notation opposite his name “ that he was not a sunitable person
to be considered for postmaster at Bedford,” was made perma-
nent theiraction would be held to be absurd and ridiculous and
would be disapproved and condemned by every person whose
privilege it was to be acquainted with Mr. Bare and place the
Civil Service Commission in rank disrepute. T also stated that
the great Order of Red Men of the State of Kentucky should, and
no (doubt would, adopt suitable resolutions condemning the Civil
Service Commission for rémoving Mr. Bare. The Civil Service
Commission referred the papers to some agent of the commission,
who after two or three months made a report which' restored
Alr. Bare's name to the eligible register for postmaster at Bed-
ford. This eligible register has been maintained by the Civil
Service Commission, and the Post Office Department has had
the list of the three eligibles for more than 16 months, and no
permanent appointment has been made. I contend that the
Postmaster General is violating the law by not making a per-
manent appointment from this eligible register. I also contend
that the Civil Service Commission is a party to this vielation
because they ordered the removal of one of the eligibles, thereby
paving the way for the Postmaster General fo appoint a tempo-
rary postmaster and evade the law, and those who permitted
this violation of the law or those who are connected with the
Clvil Service Commission who are winking at the violation of
the law should be removed from office.

AMr. LONDON. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the REcorp on the bill just passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New
York asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks on the bill
just passed. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, BOX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend
my remarks in the Recorp on the proposed admission of refu-
gees from the Near East, on the inspection of immigration in
foreign ports, and on the regulation of immigration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the- manner
indicated. TIs there objection?

There was no objeetion.

The extension of remarks referred to is here printed in full
as follows s

REFUGEES FIIOM THE NEAR EAST.

Mr. BOX. Mr. Speaker, by this bill it is proposed to admit
into the United States an indefinite number of refugees from
Turkish territory. No good reason has been suggested for the
selection of the unfortunate from Turkey and Greece as dis-
tinguished from: the unhappy, the oppressed, the persecuted,
the homeless, and the starving from many other lands. There
are many such who want to come from Poland, from Russia,
and many other places where people are In great distress. To
admit all who are thus distressed would be to repeal or disre-
gard the system of restrictive immigration laws which the
people have caused to be enacted during the last 40 years.
It wounld subject the conntry to the peril against wikich the
people and their Government have been trying to protect the
countiy, ;

The causes of these wretched conditions among the people
in other lands are in the people themnselves, not in the climate
or soil or atmosphere of the countries from which they come,
In importing such people in great numbers we are introducing
into America the forces which have created confusion and un-
happiness in the foreign lands from which they come. Tt would
be more accurate still to say that we would be greatly aug-
menting those same forces of disorder and dissolution which
already exist here to an alarming extent,

But it is claimed that the people from Greece and Turkish
territories are especially desirable. They are not. Present
keen distress is not limited to them. Their distressing condi-
tions are not new.

Some Members of this House and people outside speak of the
distress in the Near East as If it were new, creating an unusual,
present, but temporary, emergency. Such conditions have been
recurring in that region for 3,000 years. The story would be
even older if history extended back far enough to record it.

Witnesses have testified before your committee that these
Greeks are pure Jonian Greeks who have not been mongrelized
by race mixture. To refute that, I quote a few bits of history
which I have gathered from a vast mass to the same effect :

In racial characteristics ithe Greeks belong fo the Mediterranean race

and are akin to the Iberian of Spain and the Ligurian of Italy.
- * L L - . -
In recent times education, intermixture with other races, and com-
meree have to a great extent removed their distinetive peculiarities.
- L] - - L - -
The Iife of the true Greece was obscured for several centuries, ouly
np];;-n.rlng as the peninsula became the object of conquest or an arena of
gtrife.
- - - L] . - -
From the sixth to the eighth century Slavie peoples from the north
erowded into the Balkan Peninsula. The invaders were merged to some
extent with the anclent race and remained in wugancy of Illyria and
Thraee, producing a mixture of nationalities which constitutes at the
present day one of the chief elements of confusion in the puzzling
problems of the Balkan Peninsula,

Of the present Greek Army it is said:

Fifteen per cent of the army recrnits can ontr read, and 30 per cent
are totally illiterate. (The New International Encyelopedia, volume
10, pages 202, 293, 297).

That emergencies similar to this have been arising for hun-
dreds of years and that serious consequences may result to
outside conntries from dealing unwisely with them is shown by
the following quotations from Gibbons’s account of an occurence
in the third cenfury:

But the attention of the emperor was most seriously engaged b
the important intelligence which he received from the vivil and mii-
itary officers who were intrusted with the defense of the Danube, He
was_informed that the north was agitated by a furious tempest, that
the irrnption of the Huns, an unknown and monstrous race o savages,
had subverted the power of the Goths; and that the suppliant multi-
tudes of that warlike nation, whose pride was now humbled in the
dust, covered a space of many miles along the banks of the river.
With outstreiched arms and pathetlc lamentations, they loudly de-
plored their past misfortunes and their present danger : acknowledged
that their ouly hepe of safety was in the clemency of the Roman gov-
ernment ; and most solemnly protested that if the graclous Hberality
of the emperor wonld permit them to eultlvate the waste lands of
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Thrace, they would ever hold themselves bound, by the strongest obli-
ﬁntinns of duty and gratitude, to obey the laws and to rd the

mits of the reépublie. These assurances were confirmed by the ambas-
sndors of the Goths, who impatiently expected from the mouth of
Valens nn answer that must finally determine the fate of their unhup[;y
countrymen, The cmperor of the Kast was no longer guided by the
wisdom and authority of his elder brother, whose death happened
toward the end of the precedlng year; and as the distressful situation
of the Goths required an instant and peremptory decision, he was
deprived of the favorite resource of feeble and timid minds, who con-
sider the use of dilatory and ambiguous measures as the most admirable
efforts of consummate prudence.

- * - L] - - -

When that important proposition, so essentially connected with
the public safety, was referred to the ministers of Valens, they were
perplexed and divided; but they soon aequiesced in the flattering
sentiment which seemed the mrost favorable to the pride, the indolence.
and the avarice of their sovereign. The slaves, who were decorated
with the titles of prefects and generals, dissembled or disregarded
the terrors of this national emigration; so extremely different from
the partial and accidental colonies, which had been received on the
extreme limits of the emplre. Bu£ they applauded the liberality of
fortune, which had conducted, from the most distant countries of
the globe, a numerous and invinecible army of strangers to defend
the throne of Valens; who might now add {o the ro treasures the
immense sums of gold supplled by the provincials to compensate their
annunl  proportion of reeruits. The prayers of the Goths were
granted and their service was accept by the imperial court, and
orders were Immedintely dispat to the civil and military gov-
ernors of the Thraelan diocese to mrake the necessary preparations
for the passage and subsistence of a great people, till a proper and
suflicient territory could be allotted for their future residence.

- - - L] - - -

It was thought expedient that an accurate account should be taken
of their mumbers, but the persons who were employed soon desisted,
with amarement and dismay, from the prosecution of the endless
and impracticable task; and the prineipal historian of the age most
seriously affirms that the prodigious armies of Darius and Xerxes,
which had so long been considered as the fables of vain and credulous
antiquity, were now justified, in the eyes of mmnkind, by the evidence
of fact and experience. A probable t ony has fixed the number of
the Gothic warrlors at 200,000 men ; and if we can venture to add the
just proportion of women, of children, and of slaves, the whole mass
of people which composed this formidable emigration’ must have
amounted to near a million: of persons, of both sexes and all ages.
(Gibbon's Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire, Vol. 11, pp. 409-501.)

These immigrants soon became restless and lawless and arose
in rebellion. They defeated the-imperial army, slew the em-
peror, who had admitted them, and, being joined by masses of
their kinspeople from the homeland, for a long time overran
the country. They were never expelled. But they and other in-
vading immigrants like them finally completely subverted the
national life and almost destroyed the civilization of Rome and
ushered in the long, dismal period of human history known as
the Dark Ages.

The record of that transaction and of the period to which it
belongs is found in Gibbon’s Deeline and Fall of the Reman
Empire, in Myers Ancient History, West's Ancient World, and
other authentic histories covering the period from A. D. 200
to 800,

- That reglon was invaded and subjugated 1,300 years before
hrist.

We know that at a n:’l?' early date there was a ous race dwell-
ing in central Europe, with' the beginnings of a eivilization and with
some knowledge of the use of iron. Presumably about 1300 B. C,,
bands of these fair-haired, blue-eyed, ox-eating warriors from the north,
drawn by the splendor and riches of the Mycenaean sou broke into
Greece, as men of the north so many times since have ken into
southern Europe. These mighty-imbed strangers, armed with long
fron swords, easily established themselves among the short, dark,

d native, dwelt in their cities, became their chief:

bro. Weapone 'S, mar-
riedutieir women, and possessed their wealth., (Ancient World, West,
P

. 86:)

What took place here in the Greek Peninsula a thousand years
before our era has been likened to what took place in the Italian
Peninsula in the fifth century after Christ, when the invading Germhn
tribes overwhelmed the civilisation of Rome. (Myers Anclent History,
L)

B 120

When the Turks captured Constantinople in 1458 there was
a massacre of Greek people In which thousands were slain,
thousands of women outraged, and tens of thousands of both
sexes enslaved, The woeful story extends down to now. Prac-
tically every witness before your committee who answered
inquiries on the point expressed the fear that things as bad
or worse are ahead, and must continue indefinitely.

I eall your attention to the population of all that vast region,
consisting of scores of millions of antagonistie, intolerant races
and religions, and remind you that no strong guardian appears
to keep the peace among them. I see nothing to change the
current of history as it has flowed through that part of the
world for 3,000 years. You are not dealing with a problem of
to-day merely but with a problem older than America and much
older than modern Europe. It is folly to treat it as a temporary
emergency.

America has sympathized with the Armenians because they
are Christians. America now sympathizes with the Greeks he-
cause of their past history and present distress. These refu-
gees came from both raees. Their present plight is due to
defeat and withdrawal of the armies of Greece. Greece cut a
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queer figure in the recent World War. At first its German King
sided with Germany. Later he was dethroned. Later still a
German prince was called to rule over the Greeks. Now he
has been banished. Greek officers conducted themselves so
shamefully during the recent war with the Turks that they
were executed.

They were elther grossly guilty or the present Government of
Greece is corrupt and cruel. Consul General Horton, stationed
at Smyrna at the time of the recent horrible oceurrences, testi-
fied before your committee that the Greek Army, in its retreat
before the burning of Smyrna and the massacres there, had en-
gaged in practices of a similar kind upon their retreat; that
their general told him in advance that his army would have to
engage in such practices. Nothing ean exeuse the horrible
crimes committed by the Turks or equal them in enormity,
but the Greeks, by similar practices just a few days before,
had furnished them a horrible excuse which they probably did
not need. You have race hatred against race hatred, religions
intolerance against religious intolerance, burning against burn-
ing, murder against murder. cruelty against cruelty, following
the precedents of thousands of years and with those who are
worsted now clamoring to us for an asylum and for subsist-
ence, just as the Goths clamored to the Romans 1,600 years ago.

In this connection I want to insist that whatever may have
been the faults or mistakes in America's foreign policy, no
mistake or weakness In our foreign policy makes us responsi-
ble for the woes of the foreign world to an extent whieh obli-
gates us to take these unhappy thousands, scores of thousands,
or millions, into our own borders to help reproduce here the
conditions from which they flee. Some of the very gentlemen
who were before your committee urging the admission of some
thousands of these fugitives have based their demands for the
admission of these people on a statement that Ameriea is re-
sponsible for their ‘condition in part at least. If America is
responsible at all, I am afraid the bloody blot can never be
washed out, but I do not believe that our people should be
made to atone for a mistake in foreign policy by their Govern-
ment in the manner here proposed. I quote from the “ News
Bulletin of the Foreign Policy Association,” dated November 17,

1029 ;
AMERICA WATCHES HERSHLF.

The ecrisis in Constantinople contlnues dmentelg tense. It is
fraught with possibilities of tragedy of incaleculable proportions.
America stands by helpless, watching intently and wi
agalnst hope that peace may maintained and the Christian popuo-
lations saved from slaughter and the Turks from the inevitable br:od,r
retalintion. Washington satisfies itself with * observing.”

L] - - - - - L]
WHAT IS THE UNITED STATES DOING?

The United Btates does next to nothing. If a peaceful solution is
found, this Government will deserve none of the credit. If the terri-
ble calamity anticipated &:{ many o becomes a reality, the
United States will inevitably be drawn in, If massacres were to
follow the withdrawal of the allied contingents, it is doubtful if
Washington could resist the im tive demand for aetion which,
incited by the evan I forces throughout the country, might sweep
away all counsels of conciliation and restraint.

AMERICAN ISOLATION NONEXISTENT.

American isolation is a myth. The United States can not disso-
ciate herself from a European question like the Near East. It touchea
too deeply many of the most cherished interests of millions of our
citisens. The difficulty of the United States playing a successful rdla
as mediator or the even more est role of offer its offices
has made much more difficult if not hopeless thé announce-
ment of a policy of aloofness. No such anneuncement, even when
E:xrnsed by a brilliant advocate like Secretary Hughes, can free Wash-

gton from its full measure of responsibility. Such a declaration can
have one result: It prevents effectively this Government having an
opp?rﬁ:lty‘ for constructive helpfulness before the crisis becomes
insolu M

Mr. B. P. Salmon, former president of the American Cham-
ber of Commerce in Greece, appeared before your committee
urging the passage of the bill introduced by the gentleman from
Kansas [Mr. WHrTE]. In the issue of the News Bulletin men-
tioned above Mr. Salmon has a signed article, from which T
quote :

ng almost

AMERICA'S RESPONSIBILITY.

Part of the responsibility for this situation (to-day in the Near
East) is doe to our own lack of a definite foreign policy at Wash-
m?ﬂm. which in turn is due to the fact that the Ameriean people them-
selves have no well-defined ldeas on foreign policles, and therefora
the State Department has been content to do nothing in the Near East,
thinkiong that this would be acceptable to the American people * * &
The situation has become increasingly diffienlt and the need of urgent
action in connection with the final settlement is increasingly apparent.

. . - » - - L

Another matter on which I believe American sentiment should be
clearly is our responsibility toward Greece In connection with
the so-called three-power loan of 1918, In this matter we have not
only refused to pay the balance due under the loan agreement, but
what is worse, we have held Greece to a clause of the agreement which
provides that she shall not pledp security for further exterior loam
until the so-called * three-power” loan has been lignidated. In othet
words, we have held the Greek security while we have only advanced
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a third of the mone;
gonal belief that this loan agreement is a valtd con
tates is morally and it as such. If,
on the other hand, the State Department can gow that it i1s no
either a legal or moral obligation, they should reach some agreement
with Greece on the sub; hmat groblem which confronts Greece
to-day is that of constructive which will enable them to place

f hich th rity was given. It is my per-
or whic e security gl e

as rapidly as possible the hundreds of thousands of refugees ng
into the gon.nu?;) into gainful occupations, turning them from a ﬁﬁijn
into an asset, -

L] - - & - Ld L

One of the first things that will have to be done will be to clear
up the unfortunate situation created by the present status of the
American loan to Greece.

B. P. Baraox.

If a mistake has been made in our foreign policy, it does
not entail upon the people of the United Btates the obligation
to provide a home for the people made unhappy and homeless
by the racial and religious antipathies of the regions involved.
The acceptance of such a consequence would bring upon us
gerious calamity, if not early ruin. :

In an effort to persuade your committee to report favorably
a measure providing for the admission of some thousands of
these refugees, the number of which witnesses estimate at
from 5,000 to 100,000, some have extolled the virtues of the
Greeks as prospective citizens of the United States.

That the people of all that region are mongrels, mixed and
fntermixed from invading and near-by races from the north,
from the brown people of the east, and the black people of
the south is well known to every student. That they are in-
capable of working out the problems of government and pro-
tecting themselves against the destructive forces moving among
them is made plain by their present plight and by conditions
prevailing among them since antiquity and promising to con-
tinue forever. That the masses of such people will not con-
tribute to what is best in the life of America is plain.

I call your attention to the fact that there is a vast system
of peonage or slavery practiced by the Greek people in the
United States now. 1 refer, gentlemen, fo the extensive report
made on this subject by the Immigration Commission, com-
posed of such men as Senators Dillingham and Lodge, Hon.
John L. Burnett, then of this House, and Prof. Jeremiah W.
Jenks, which will be found on pages 391 to 408 of volume 2
of Abstracts of Reports of the Immigration Commission. I
ask that the Clerk read these extracts from that report, which
I am handing him:

The rer classes in Greece, and particularly those of the Provinces
from which bootblacks are drafted, have little ambitlon to educate thelr
children, because they themselves are to a large degree ignorant and
unahle to appreciate the value of education.

The Greek sant is therefore more concerned with the income he
’i ahle to derive by placing his children at work than with educating

em.

t - - L L - L -
1n countries where the laboring classes are wholly under the contrel
of their employers the term * padrone™ is applied to the manager,
superintendent, foreman. or proprietor of any mercantile establish-
ment, and signifies that in the person designmated as padrone sbsolute
authority is vested to contral amplo{ees. He has the right to prescribe
the character of the work that each laborer shall perform, to Increase
or decrease at will the hours of work and the wages received, and to
punish him physically at times,
- - L] - - * .
Among the Greeks the padrone system is In operation in every eity
of the United States of over 10,0 opulation with few exceptions,
and 1s confined In the main fo shoe-shining establishments, al h
it 1s to a considerable extent prevalent among rallroad laborers in the
Western Btates, and among fower, frult, and vptgzetable venders In
Chieago, The aliens util by the system in peddling and In shoe
ghining are, as a rule, from 12 to 17 years of age, while those employed
on mlgoad work are generally adults.
- - - - - -

'I‘h.ere are severnl thousand shoe-shining places in the TUnited States
operated by Greeks, and with few exceptions they are under the padrane
gystem,

- - - - -

- -
e boys, in their helplessness, believe that were it not for the g
l,u]?l‘:y of employment ngered them by padrones they wounld smlwgpg:
eause of their ignorance of the language and labor conditions in ‘this
ntry.
wr{n l;{)me cases padrones utilize the following means to compel b
to remain in their employ: As they pay their help their wages at the
end of each year, as a rule forwarding direct a draft to the boy's
parents in Greeee, they claim they are short of money and fall in ar-
rears in such payments. As a result the boys remain in their serviea
in- the hope of receiving what is due them. On the other hand, the
padrones avall themselves of all technicalities in law, secure numerous
continuances, and, witbout exception, appeal all such cases. The young
laintiffs become gradually disheartened and abandon the suits, deem-
rng such a course the least expensive and most logical, and convineed
that there is no justice for the poor in this country,.
- - L] L = - -
Though the shoe-shining business is the main fleld of the system in
the United States, quite a number of Greeks are brought here In viola-
tion of Inw and are &la.ced at work on railreads in Western States
under the padrone system.
- L - - - - -
He is generally brought here from Greece on an agreement, secured
by a morigage or a promissory note, to pay from $130 to $250 for his
ip passage and * shpw money.” Upon reaching his destination

in the United States he is usually charged $10 labor agent's fee for
putting him to work: he is charged $1 per month interpreter's fee,
a8 1t is commonly ¢alled, this being the monthly tribute of each laborer
to the interpreter of the gang, motwithstan the fact that he is a
salaried employee of the railroad campanfy. ery three months the
laborer is told to contribute $1 or more, intended s a present to the
foreman or roadmaster, and every spring and fall he may be called
upon for another $10 by the labor agent, who promiseg to prevent his
- zg:];g-r‘e from work through his influence with the roagmns er or those
up,

The money for steamship tickets is often furnished bgmthe adrone
in reters, who are in MMI instances in partners with their
relatives in Greece—that {s, divide their profits.

- - - - - L L]

It is, in my opinlon, more humane and infinitely better for young
Greeks to be refused admission into the United States than to be per-
mitted to land if they are intended for such employment. (N. Salo-

o8, consul general, Nevember 18, 1910.)

Several Greek physicians in Chicago, in a joint letter to the
Immigration Commission, dated November 16, 1910, say, among
other things, the following:

We deem this occupation highly Injurious and destructive to the
Physlque of young Greek boys, and believe that the United States Gov-
ernment would do better to deport them rather than to allow them to

land if they are destined to this employment under existing con-
ditions.

L ] - - L] - L -
Without exception, all the Greek physicians of our large cities who
were interviewed on this subject expressed mmtlaﬁg the same
views as those embodied in the foregoing letters.

Not all of the immigrants from Greece and Turkey belong to
the class mentioned or to other objectionable groups. But the
simple truth is that they are very heavily represented among
the undesirable kinds. For instance, the evidence submitted to
Yyour commiitee in its hearings upon this proposition shews that
venereal and other dangerous diseases are widely prevalent
among these refugees, ;

In the annual report of the Commissioner General of Immi-
gration for 1914 will be found the report of a special investiga-
tion of immigration conditions in Eastern Europe and Asiatic
Turkey, made by Mr. W.. W, Husband to Hon. A. Caminetti,
then Commissioner General of Immigration, which position Mr,
Husband himself now holds. In that report Mr. Husband te-
peatedly states that diseases which bar immigrants from ad-
mission to the United States and Canada are widely prevalent
in that region. The following are some of his remarks on that
subject :

Diseasez which bar immigrants from the United States and Canada
are very prevalent in Turkey, but as a rule emigrants are not examined
in this regard until arrival at some intermediate Port. Although
strongly opposed by the French Academy of Medicine, emigrants

afllicted with trachoma and other disesuses are freely admitted at
Marseille,
- - - - - L] -

It is said that In one gquarter of Paris trachoma has become quite
prevalent because of Syrian immigrants who have settled there.

Mr. Husband even suggested that because of the number of
diseased immigrants coming from that region through France
and England some agreement he made between the United
States and England “ under which better protection will be
afforded the United States in that regard.”

Mr. Chairman, every group which presses a demand for the
admission of aliens to the United States claims that an emer-
gency exists in their case. That was the claim made three
years ago, when your committee was asked to report a bill
authorizing the admission of 4,000,000 Russians and Italians
and their families, When the committee was urged to report
a bill providing for the admission of 40,000 Chinese coolies
to Hawaii, it was claimed in support of the measure that
a most acute emergency existed. In all of the numerous meas-
ures for the admission of the relatives of foreign-born people
in the United States an effert is made to show a distressing
emergency in each instance. On the two eecasions when we
have taken down the bars imposed by the 8 per cent restriction
it has been done under the claim that an acute emergency
existed. Here comes another emergency. Every case of hard-
ship and distress presents an emergency to those concerned.
There are enough such emergencies to absolutely overflow
America with their vietims and to create here an emergency—
a tragedy—equal to the werst. When we have foolishly listened
to a sufficient number of such appeals to fill America with the
pandemonium and woe which now curse so many parts of the
world, who will relieve our children from the distress which
we are cooking up for them now?

THE SELECTION OF IMMIGRANTS AT FOREIGN PORTS AND THE REGULATION
OF IMMIGRATION,

Mr. Speaker, I have heretofore addressed the House at
some length on the subject of the selection of immigrants at
foreign ports and the regulation of immigration by the treaty-
making power as necessarily involved in the selection of immi-
grants abroad.
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At the reguest of the chairman and some members of the
Ifouse Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, I made
a statement before that committee on January 22, 1923, as
appears on pages 488 to 495, inclusive, of the hearings of the
House committee on the subject of immigration and labor. For
the purpose of helping, if I can, those who are interested in
arriving at a correet understanding of what is involved in that
proposition, I make this statement:

I have been surprised to hear intelligent business men, and
others who are supposed fo have reached conclusions concern-
ing it based on information and consideration, criticize their
Government for not having adopted a proposition which, accord-
ing to the easy words of the critics, would be so * humane,”
* scientifie,” * simple,” * practicable,” and *easy’ that any
legislator, though a fool, could provide for it. Several gentle-
men, who would not be expected to adopt or indorse any impor-
tant buslness or legislative suggestion without information and
consideration, have urged the adoption of this measure, and,
when questioned, have frankly confessed that they have not
inguired whether the Government has considered such a plan
and found it unworkable, or whether other governments would
permit us to malntain immigration inspection stations and
forees in their countries. Such trivial questions as whether it
could be done at all, or whether it would work, if foreign gov-
ernments would permit it, are passed over as of no importance,
while these gentlemen and ladles speak and widely print their
criticisms of the Government of the United States for not having
done thls thing which they treat as simple and easy. TUnfor-
tunately, those who make or administer law have to deal with
the facts as they are. Lecturers, speakers, and newspaper and
magazine writers can either ignore or assume facts, as may be
convenient, but facts bristle in the paths of those who have to
do things rather than talk or write about them.

The Secretary of Labor, whose utterances show his lack of
knowledge concerning it, has evidently, by advice based on lack
of Information, led the President inte recommending that Con-
gress do what his own Secretary of State, Mr. Hughes, knows
can not be done under present conditions, as will be seen from
documents herein submitted,

Even the First Assistant Secretary of Labor under Secretary
of Labor Davis, Mr, Henning, having to deal with facts rather
than words, knows something about this problem, as proven by
a recent press statement widely published. By disregarding the
headlines and reading what he says, we have such expressions
as the following:

Foreign countries steadfastly have refused to allow the United States
to examine Immigranis at ports of departurec on the ground that the
gs;s};;actrg that Iﬂnstlon by another nation would be an invasion of

.\ttem‘;pts-to extend these powers to include direct action In examina-
tion and selection of lmml{grants have been consistently objected to by
France, Italy, and other foreign governments. A formal protest was
made by the Itallan, Government to the State Department last year when
bills were Introduced, one In the Senate and two In the House, providin,
for such examination in United States consulates or elsewhere by Unit
States medical and immigration officials,

To disregard the steadfast refusal of forelgn governments to
glve us permission to build, acquire, or maintain such stations
wlthin their borders iz manifestly impossible unless we en-
force our desire with the Army or Navy or by retaliatory meas-
ures, which would violate our treaties with many countries and
embroil us seriously and widely.

The Immigration Commission created by the act of Congress
of February 20, 1907, consisting of nine members, three of whom
were appointed by President Roosevelt, three by the Vice Presi-
dent, and three by the Speaker of the House of Representatives,
were charged with the duty of making a full investigation of
the whole subject of immigration. It was given full authority
and provided ample means to travel either in the United States
or in any foreign country and otherwise to carry on its investi-
gation, Its membership consisted of such men as Senator Dic-
rinGiraM, Senator Lopae, Senator McLaurin, and Hon. John 1.
Burnett, Prof. Jeremiah W, Jenks, and other men of legislative
experience, great learning, and familiarity with immigration
problems and legislation.

Among the questions which it studied and upon which it re-
ported was the one now under discussion. On pages 26 and 27
the commission dlscussed this problem :

It hag been strongly urged by immigration officials and other students
of the guestion that the embarkation at fnreifn ports of persons not
admissible to the United Btates because of their physieal condition
would be more cffectually prevented by a medical inspection by Ameri-
an officers at such ports. This plan was so strongly ur that this
&o\'ernment a few years ago made official inquiry respecting the prob-
able attitude of European Governments toward it. t that time one
or two governments expressed a willlngness to permit such an Insgpec-
tion by American officlals ; others made indefinite replies to the Inquiry,
whila others were pusltl’\'el;r opposed. No attempt was thereafter
made to further the plan. After an investigation by the commission
of the situation at all the principal ports of Europe it is clear that

even were its consommation
materially improve conditions,

It has been suggested that some system ought to be devised by which
intendlug emigrants could be physically examined as to their admissi-
bility to the United States lleflz’re leaving thelr homes for ports of em-
barkation. While an effective arrangement of that nature would be of

eat benefit to the many thousands annually who are turned back at
orelgn ports of embarkation, it is a matter over which our Government
has no jurisdiction. (Reports of the Immigration Commission, Vol. I,
pp. 26-2T, presented Dec, 5, 1010.)

First, let us undersiand that the maintenance of embassies
and consulates in foreign countries is a matter of diplomatic
usage and treaty agreement., We could not maintain an am-
bassador, a consul, or any kind of an official representative in
any foreign country without its agreement, Diplomatic nsage
sanctions the maintenance of embassies and consulates which
promote ends desired by both parties to the arrangement. Their -
establishment and activities are wholly subject to treaty agree-
ment with foreign powers, or their consent in some form. Their
withdrawal may be demanded and enforced by such power at
an'i time.

'he scope of the activities of consuls, ministers, and ambas-
sadors is fixed or limited by usage and agreement and can he
extended only by such consent. The selection of would-be im-
migrants is not one of the usual functions performed by consuls
or diplomatic representatives. The treaties under which such
representatives are maintained do not authorize the establish-
ment or maintenance of immigration stations of any kind, nor
the performace of any of their funections, on foreign soil.
Neither does diplomatic usage sanction it. These officers and
the performance of these functions within the territory of a
foreign sovereignty Is not possible unless such countries would
glve their consent,

The motives which prompt them to consent to the establigh-
ment and malntenance of consulates and embassies is mutual
commercial and diplomatic interest. But this mutuality of in-
terest does not exist as to immigration. Japan, China, England,
Spaln, Italy, Poland, and other Old World countries usually
want a place to which they can send thelr surplus or undesir-
able population, Our immigration laws are designed to prevent
thelr unloading this surplus and burdensome population on us.
We want to prevent the very thing they want to do. Instead of
mutoality of interest there iz conflict. Generally speaking, they
will not go beyond the limits of diplomatic usage to agree with
us upon our establishment upon their soil of agencies by which
we can accomplish that which 1t is their desire to prevent. This
is not merely natural and logical; it is actual.

The House Committee on Immigration and Naturalization
has given much consideration to this subject, continuing iis
investigation and study from time to time. In its report to
the Bixty-seventh Congress (No. T10), accompanying House
Joint Resolution No. 268, the following appears:

OBJECTIONS TO EXAMINATIONS OVERSEAS,

The hearings of the commlittee have covered all phases of the sub-
ject. Conslderable time was spent in attempting to develop a plan
of examination of imml%nuts at ports of embarkatlon, but these efforts
were met with a letter from the Secretary of State.

Some Members of the House and Senate had written bills
which proposed to deal with this situation in the easy manner
proposed. That gave rise to the writing of the letter from
Secretary of State Hughes, which is as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, Deceinber 28, 1921,

My DEAr Me, JoHXS80X: I inclose copy of a memorandum of Sep-
tember 15 from the chargé d'affaires ad Interim of Italy, In which he
discusses certain bills which have been introduced in Congress provid-
ing for the examination In American consulates of allens desiring to
emigrate to the United States. b

Informal objections to the proposed legislation have been made by
representatives of other couniries, and I shall endeavor to keep you
informed as to any further objections which may be received by fhis
department from representatives of Interested foreign countries.

As this matter touches upon the forelgn relations of the United
States, I would ask that you be so kind as to keep me informed con-
cerning the progress of the proposed legislation,

1 am, my dear Mr. JoHXxs0x, sincerely yours,
CuarLes E. Hocues,

Among the things which made necessary the writing of the
above letter by Secretary Hughes is the following:
MEMORANDUM FROM ROYAL ITALIAN EMBASSY,

The royal chargé d'affaires for Italy presents his compliments to his
excellency the Secretary of State and has the honor of bringing the
following to hls attention :

During the speclal session of this Congress there have been ¥resentpd
bills—one In the Benate and two in the House of Representatives—by
the terms of which, among other provisions, it is proposed to have
United States medical and immigration officials in the United States
consulates, or elsewhere, to exercise functions not purely informative
in character but of direct action in the medieal examination and definite
gelection of the emigrants, connecting such functions with that of the
granting of the consular visé to passports.

Such action, even if exercised in the interior of the consulate offices,
would go beyond the usual consular functions recognized by treaties
and pertalning, as it does, to interests connécted with emigration whose

pﬂd:sib}r fuch an arrangement woold not
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regulation is reserved to the sovereignty of each State, could not be
i:onntdered as conforming with either treaty or law on emigration in

taly

It is true that this Is a matter relating merely to proposed legisla-
tion ; nmevertheless, the intense to avoid later possible mo-
tive for discussion between eur two countries inspires the friendly in-
tention of the present rec dation, ially since it has beem
stated to the SBecretary of State that the Italian Government would be
most willing to meet the wishes of the United States in conforming the
action of its emigratory services so as to satisfy the reasonahle re-

uirements of the American regulations if both can be made. the sub-
? t of a specific agreement beforehand, as already suggested.

The embassy would certainly have hesitated to approach the Becre-
tary of State on this matter were it not that the Becretary of Labor,
in recommending the above-gueted bills according to public press state-
ments, had not made it felt that the measures before Congress prob-
abl expressed views not contradictory to those entertained by the

nited States Government, whereupon any assurance on the subject,
u possible, om the part of the Department of State, BU that in time
it be forwarded to the Italian Government, wounld be highly appre-
ciated by the Italian Embassy,

WasHINGTON, D. C., Beptember 15, 1921,

The committee in this connection was reminded that the Immigratien
Commission of Congress, after exhaustive mvesu(atitm. dropped the
matter of inspection at foreign ports. (See p. 28, vol. 1, Abstmcts and
Reports of the Immigration mlsslon 1911.)

It will be noted that Mr. Secretary Hughes, in the second
paragraph of his letter to Chairman Jorxsox, informs him that
“ informal objections to the proposed legislation have been made
by other countries,” which is in line with the statement made
by the Immigration Commission in the quotation given above.
It must not be understood that Italy is the only country making
these objections. The country which does not make them is an
exception.

On June 2, 1922, while I was presenting this situation to the
House of Representatives, I was interrupted by Chairman
Joaxwson, of this committee, when the following colloquy oc-
curred, as shown by the CoxcreEssionat Recorp of that date:

Mr, Box. Y
ﬁ:mrahntﬂw I congratulate the membership on the work the .

e

Mr. Joaxso¥ of Washington. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
Mr. .Toaxson of Washington. If the gentleman will
from Texas has done on the committee and the study whi

yield 7
t me te uz
80, as chairman of the present House Committee on igration an

ven to this ti.enln.r phase of the matter. I would su t
thnt do mot omit fmm his prmnt discussion the fact that o
Governments are at this time mal f ufrotests, quite similar to the
moskd peorlbian . (hn Avsiaiied. shivping UL datass af WhiCh Sesld
80 uses of w wou
ﬂm.rrse overseas. ngmttold that these

inv eatlgnti resent &m—
mm against that new legislation, mow being considered before ano
mmmm:ee nm much stmnger ﬂ:an have been made heretofore.

Mr. his suggestion, because it helps
to preaent the prohlem which I wsnt the House to eee.

I was again interrupted by Mr. CosxarrLy of Texas, a mem-
ber of the Foreign Affairs Committee, when the following
occurred'

Conuuu.! of Texas. And, Mr. Chai:rman. l! the gentleman will
tha 1 recall

ﬁmﬂt, that connection I would say now our hear-
on the passport control bill, it develo rncticx all of the
l‘orei countries objected to the settin l:heg' of agen-

cies for the Investigation and examin a.glunp r
Mr. Box, e gentleman from Te:,u Mr. Coxur.u] The
;fig;pgit:; of these people on our immigration policies is very different
Mr. ConNarLy's statement shows that the Committee on
Foreign Affairs had met the same difficulty in dealing with ene
phase of this guestion.

Many of the immigrants which reach foreign seaperts on their
way to the United States have already left their homes and
come great distances info other countries on their way to the
United States. If these seaport countries should let us do our
selecting and rejecting within their borders, they would have
those rejected as undesirable thrown on the nations at whose
ports they sought to embark., This is another substantial reason
for their objecting to our sifting out the refuse and dumping it
on them. Some countries have complained that they do not like
to have such people as are coming to Ameriea even pass through
the midst of their people. Would the United States want Can-
ada or Mexico or Europe to select immigrants from other coun-
tries within our country and leave the refuse here?

America is the last country where there is room and oppor-
tunity. They nearly all want to get rid of their surplus popu-
lation. That is and has been the cause of trouble. We have
the land to which they want to come. Nations and races have
gtruggled for a place in which to exlst and enlarge since be-
fore the years covered by human history. We are trying to
maintain a place here for us and our children to which the
erowded-out, hungry, unhappy millions of the Old World are
struggling to eome. Our right to gunard it must not be im-

‘paired. That would be perilous. It would be ruinous. If we
make treaties at all we will have to make them on terms satis-
factory te the people who want fo unload their surplus popu-
lation on America. The regulation and control of this world-

wide movement toward America must be retained unimpalred
by Congress.

I invite special attention to the polite, diplomatic phrase-
ology used by the representatives of the Italian Government,
in which it says that the Government of Italy would be “ most
willing to meet the wishes of the United States in eonforming
the action of its emigratory services so as to satisfy the rea-
sonable requirements of the American regulations if both can
be made the subject of a specific agreement beforehand, as
already suggested.” Note the requirement that our regulations
must be made the subject of a specific agreement with Italy
beforehand. This makes it plain that any effort to bargain
with foreign powers about foreign inspection and selection, if
inaugurated, would at once place them in a position to claim
a voice in the making of our immigration regulations. That
is the very thing that America must not do. That is the very
thing that the friends of restriction do not want. Even the
opponents of restriction certainly would not favor the adoption
of a policy by which we surrendered our right to deal with the
subject in onr own way. The right once lost would be hard
to regain. The permanent loss of that right would be an ir-

‘reparable calamity to America.

Very definite conelusions necessarily follow the existence of
this situation. Since we can not maintain such agencies in
foreign countries without their consent, and such consent has
not been and probably can not be obtained, it is vain to depend
upon foreign examinations,

If possible and desirable, such examinations would be im-
practicable because of the expense and other administrative
difficulties attendant upon an effort to maintain immigration
stations or an immigration inspection force at all the sources
of immigration. "The immigrants ecome from 10,000 places—
throughout Mexico, Canada, and beyond, for myriads come
from those countries and through them. Can we maintain im-
migration stations or agencies at the door of every would-be
immigrant? Such a plan would be like the effort of a farmer,
whose field was surrounded by an open range, trying to build
inclosures around the live stock on all the range to avoid main-
taining a fence around his own field. From Japan, China,
India, much of Asia, much of Africa, and from all of Europe
men are coming to Mexico and Canada for the purpose of gain-
ing access to the United States. Where would you establish
your stations and guard lines against them? At their homes?
At a thousand places in Mexico and Canada?

Immigrants come to America on irregular and tramp ships
from all the ports of the world. This, and their coming through
Canada and Mexico, would ferce us to maintain our seaport
and land frontier stations and te turn back many from them.
Establishing foreign stations would merely add a great system
of distant stations without eliminating home stations or aveid-
ing the necessity of rejecting great numbers of immigrants at
them. If foreign countries would permit it, which we have
found they will not do, the plan is impessible. Of course, the
only place for our stations and guards is at our own ports and
on our own frontiers.

It is urged that if prospective immigrants were inspected and
selected abroad, they would be protected from the hardship
resulting from their selling their effects and breaking them-
selves loose from their homes and sources of livelihood, expect-
ing to be admitted to the United States only to find themselves
denied admission and be thrown adrift penniless, friendless, and
far from home. Unless the stations were located, at prohibitive
cost, in hundreds of places, the prospective immigrants could
not be selected near their present homes. The establishment of
immigration stations in a few great ecities on the coasts in
Europe, Asia, and Africa would not meet this difficulty. These
seaports are hundreds of miles from the present homes of most
of the immigrants and in eountries fereign and strange to them.
They would have to go in families hundreds of miles, often
across national boundaries, necessitating passports, and a great
part of the travel, expense, and difficulty which they now meet.

The average immigrant ean not, without selling all, earry his
family from the center of Europe to the seacoast for examina-
tion. If he could, he would not know how long it would require
him to return to his home with his family to sell out and retnrn
to the immigration station on the eoast. The uncertainty, delay,
expense, and other difficulties of such a course would forbid its
adoption by the immigrant, who usually has little or nothing.
He sells all, and even under the proposed plan would sell all
and break up completely, before leaving his old home to go to
the place of inspection and embarkation. The risk and loss of
this breaking up would have to be incurred under any system
except one that sent the inspector to the prospective immigrant
at or near his present home, which is manifestly impossible.
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The steamship companies, relatives, and other opponents of
restriction are all talking much of regulating immigration by
treaty agreements. I have shown that this plan of foreign in-
spection depends upon treaty agreements, I suspect that their
agitation for foreign inspection is prompted by the desire to
have the control of immigration away from Congress and give
it to the treaty-making power. It is certain that the adoption
of the system of foreign inspection would have that very effect.
Treaties establishing such a system, if made at all, could be
made only upon such conditions as were satisfactory to foreign
governments, so that the whole system of immigration control
would pass to the treaty-making power, Treaties made on the
subject would become the supreme law of the land. Immigra-
tion regulation would pass to the President as the treaty-making
power, subject to the ratification or the rejection of the Senate,
The House would lose all voice in this question of the greatest
importance to the people, who are most directly and truly rep-
resented in the House, and whose desires on this subject they
have so much more frequently and truly voiced.

1 have stated other vital reasons why we must never let the
control of immigration become a matter of treaty making. For
that involves the surrender by us of our present sole right and
power to regulate it, Confessedly, we now have this right
and power regardless of the wishes of foreign countries. When
immigration control is passed to the treaty-making power we
will have surrendered this right and consented that we must
consult foreign countries in fixing our immigration regula-
tions. Foreign countries such as Germany, Japan, Italy, Po-
land, and Spain want to unload their unfortunate, starving sur-
plus population on America. When through the surrender of
our sovereign right to control it we agree to make it subject to
the approval of foreign countries, they get the right to reject
our plan for dealing with it. We will thereby become helpless
to prevent their hungry and wretched millions from coming to
America at will. Our complete and overwhelming runin would
follow inevitably and soon,

Moreover, our experience as to the attitude of our Presi.
dents toward this problem should warn us of the great danger
of passing absolute or chief control of it to him,

The* President’s constant contact with delicate and difficult
questions of our foreign relations and the necessity of main-
taining cordial diplomatic relations with foreign countries ex-
pose him and his advisers and agencies to the constant tend-
ency toward too great liberality in immigration regulations.

Our own people now almost uniformly confess that we have
in the past been liberal to the point of rulnous looseness In
our immigration policies, but even such restrictive measures
as have been adopted in the past have nearly all been enacted
in the face of Executive opposition. Nearly every step forward
in the policy of restriction has been taken by overstepping the
President's veto of restrictive laws.

In 1879 President Hayes vetoed the first OUhinese exclusion
act (2 1. C. R. 580). In 1882 President Arthur vetoed an act
suspending Chinese immigration for a period of 20 years (2
L (. R, 581)., On March 3, 1897, President Cleveland vetoed an
immigration act excluding illiterates (2 1. C. R. 573). Presi-
dent Taft vetoed an immigration bill in 1913 containing a re-
striction against the admission of illiterates (p. 101, Rec., spe-
cial sess, 09th Cong.). In 1917 President Wilson vetoed an
act excluding illiterates, but Congress passed It over his veto.

In 1868 the Burlingame treaty between the United States and
China declared it to be the inalienable right of men to migrate
and emigrate at will. California had then been, for 15 years,
alarmed and in trouble on account of the coming of great num-
bers of Chinese. The California Legislature had passed laws
in efforts to protect the State. Pacific coast cities had passed
ordinances for the same purpose. Congress itself, in 1862,
had taken note of the degradation and slavery of Chinese coolie
laborers, and had forbidden American ships to transport them,
This was seven years before the Burlingame treaty was made
by the President and ratified by the Senate, declaring the right
of such people to migrate to the United States to be * inalien-
able.” So aptly did the treaty-making power deal with the
problem in that instance.

Conditions in California and on the Pacific coast were then
and soon afterwards so bad that, in 1872, California was plead-
ing with Congress for the execlusion of the Chinese; that is, for
the deprivation of the * inalienable right " of Chinese to come
to America in tens or even hundreds of millions.

A econgressional committee was sent to California, where it
found conditions very bad. In 1879 Congress passed what was
practically a Chinese exclusion act and undertook to abrogate
the obnoxious sections of the Burlingame treaty of 1868.

Here another unfortunate incident to immigration regulation
by treaty developed.

President Hayes vetoed the exclusion act, giving as one rea-
son his contentlon that Congress had no right to abrogafe a
treaty. - His action illustrated the fact that the President can
nullify an exclusion act of Congress and that Congress has no
power to relieve the country of a treaty so dangerous as was
that one by any majority less than two-thirds of both branches.
President Hayes claimed that Congress had no power to abro-
gate a treaty at all.

The President can make such a treaty with the approval of
two-thirds of one branch of Congress, .

A new treaty was made by the United States and China in
1880, in which China succeeded In limiting the freedom of the
United States to deal with Chinese immigration In its own way.
This treaty stipulated that the United States might limit or
suspend the coming of laborers only and prohibited the United
States to forbid general Chinese immigration.

In 1880 Congress passed an act suspending Chinese immigra-
tion for 20 years. President Arthur vetoed the act, chiefly on
the ground that a 20-year suspension of Chinese immigration
was not * reasonable” within the meaning of that term in the
clause of our treaty with China permitting the United States
to limit or suspend the coming of laborers in such a manner
and to such extent as “shall be reasonable,”

It was soon found that this immigration treaty was unwise,
and the United States asked China to agree to its abrogation.
She objected and delayed until Congress passed a drastic
Chinese exclusion law, from which the President withheld his
approval until he became convinced that China would not enter
a new treaty abrogating the treaty of 1880, of which the United
States was now anxious to be rid. :

President Roosevelt made an agreement, which he insisted on
having treated as valid and binding, as belng supreme law,
without even consulting the Senate about it. He called it a
“ treaty,”

I doubt, if T may be permitted to say so, whether the gentle-
man's agreement made by President Roosevelt, to which the
gentleman evidently refers, has any force or has ever had any
force that America ought to recognize. To say that the Presi-
dent can by some secret understanding hidden in his bosom or
by some written memorandum hidden in the archives of the
Department of State, never submitted to the Senate, establish
a law, a supreme law of the land binding on the legislatures
of States, binding on this body and the whole country would be
most extraordinary. That is the construction given to the gen-
tleman's agreement. President Roosevelt, who made It, based
his actlon on the facts as ha saw them then. He would un-
questionably say now that it did not work properly.

NOOSEVELT O THE GENTLEMEN’S AOREEMENT.

After a good deal of dlscussion, we came to an entlrely satisfactory
conclusion. The obnoxious school legislation was abandoned, and [
secured an arrangement with Japan under which the Japanese them-
selvea prevented any emigration to our country of their laboring pem‘)lo.
it being distinctly understood that If there was such emlgration the
United States would at once pass an exclusion law. It was, of course,
infinitely better that the Jnfmnene should stop their own prople from
coming rather than we should have to stop them, but it was necessary
for us to hold thls power in reserve,
- . L ] . . L] L

Unfortunately, after I left office, a moat mistaken and [l-advised
pollcg was pursued toward Japan, combining irritation and ineficiency,
which colminated in a treaty under which we surrendered this tm-
portant and necessary right. It was alleged in excuse that the treaty
provided for its own abrugatiou: but, of course, it is infinitely better
to have a treaty under which the power to exercise a necessary right
is explicitly retained rather than a treaty so drawn that recourse
must be had to the extreme step of abrogating If it ever becomes
neceasary to exercise the right in question. (Theodore Roosevelt: An
Autoblography, p. 414.)

Immigration legislatlon should be handled by Congress
through the agency of its appropriate committees, and by it-
self. It will be dangerous, indeed, to turn over this important
subject to a committee not familiar with its difficult details
and to the Shipping Board and others, whose knowledge of the
subject is superficial and whose interests are divergent from the
great public interest fo be served by proper immigration legis-
Iation.

The statement made by the chairman of the House Committea
on Immigration on the floor of the House, quoted above, to the
effect that the provisions of the shipping bill relating to immi-
gration have provoked emphatic protests from foreign Govern-
ments Is not surprising. Orderly legislation can be obtalned
and the best public interest promoted by having immigration
legislation reported by the proper committee, The policies
behind it should be prompted by the public interest, and not by
the finaneial gains of Shipping Board vessels or of subsidized
American shipping.

Mr, Speaker, I insist that Congress must retain unimpaired
its full power to deal with this great problem, It must not be
admitted that foreign powers have any right to a woice in deal-

|
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ing with it throungh a policy of treaty making. Foreign inspec-
tion necessarily involves that idea. This great question must
not be, wholly or partly, passed to the Shipping Board or to
subsidized American vessels to be handled for the purpose of
money-making. The present and future welfare of American
men and women, of this and future genmerations, must be the
supreme consideration in the minds of all who deal with it.
Congress must not lose its supreme control over it.

The foregoing docunments and the facts stated in connection
with them show that, under conditions now prevalent and lkely
to continue, the foreign selection of lmmigrants is Impossible;
that such a plan would be unworkable, and that it would be
undesirable because it would involve the surrender of our pres-
ent right to exercise exclusive control of our immigration
policy and force us to consult other nations concerning it. .

Mr, SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks on the bill just passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks on the bill just
passed. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

RETIREMENT OF CIVIL-SERVICE EMPLOYEES,

Mr, A. P. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting some informa-
tion, facts, and figures in regard to the retirement fund of date
January 24, and a very brief statement,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the manner
indicated. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, A. P. NELSON. Mr, Speaker, I wish to extend my re-
marks in the REcorp by giving the following informatlon about
the retirement law furnished to me by Robert H. Alcorn, chair-
man of the joint conference on the retirement, representing
the civil-service employees of the United States. Mr. Alcorn has
constantly been one of the great friends of the United States
employees, and the beneficiarles of the retirement law owe him
a debt of gratitude for his splendid services in their behalf
before the committees on retirement in the two Houses of
Congress.

The data which he has submitted to me, furnished by the
Treasury Department, is as follows:

Number retived,
Total number of employees retired up to Jan, 24, 1023 =

Average annual increase is about per cent.
There will ba on the retired list on July 1, 1923 (approximately)- 9, 00(;

Retirement for age_-_ - , 66
For disability, July, 1922 5 99
Male retired e e R e S e S 7. 071
Female retired -

Retirement and disability fund,
Contribution, Aug. 1, 1920, to Jan. 24, 1923:

Contribution from employes 8AlAry oo eaooo $40, 007, 780, 08

Profits and interest on investmentS - coco—oaooo 1,128, 784. 81
Total oy 41, 147, 2064, 89
Total amount of annulties pald oot _____ 14, 131, 514, 89
Balance on hand, which has been invested in Gov-
ernment securftles_____________ ~—- 26,084, 250. 00
Of this fund there is & temporary investment of_ 4, 000, 000. 00

Supposing that the $4,000,000 is temporary and that it can be
drawn on to pay the annuities up to July 1, 1923, would leave a bal-
ance, on July 1, 19238, of $22,084,200.

The oldest annuitant on the roll was born January 10, 1828,
retired August 21, 1920, after nearly 72 years' continuous serv-
lee. The youngest annuitant was born June 1, 1888, and was
retired January 1, 1922, on account of disability,

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp on the pending immigration
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Califor-
nia asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks on the pend-
ing immigration bill. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, I assume
that they are the gentleman's own remarks?

Mr. RAKER. I am going to refer to some distinguished gen-
tlemen who have taken the same view that I take on the sub-
ject. It will be interspersed with my remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks on the proposed amendment to the Constitu-
tion on marriage and divorce laws.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Maryland
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks on the subject
indicated. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
that there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman withhold
that for a moment?

Mr. STAFFORD, Yes,

PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE—AMERICAN RELIEF IN RUSSIA (8. DOC. NO,
307).

The SPEAKER pro tempore submitted the following message
from the President of the United States, which was read, amnd
with the accompanying report, referred to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs:

To the Congress of the United Stales:

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, a
report by the American Relief Administration of the disposi-
tion made of certain medicines, medical, surgical, and hospital
supplies, which were transferred to said American Relief Ad-
ministration by virtue of the provisions of the act of Congress
approved January 16, 1922, for the rellef of the distressed and
famine stricken people of Russia.

Warreny (. Harpiva.

Tare WHite House, February 23, 1923.

ANNUAL REPORT OF GOVERNOR OF PORTO RICO (H. DOC. NO. 602).

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the
following message from the President of the United States,
which, with the accompanying documents, was referred to the
Committee on Insular Affairs and ordered printed:

To the Congreas:

As required by section 12 of the act of Congress approved
Mareh 2, 1917, entitled “An act to provide a civil government
for Porto Rlco, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith
for the information of the Congress the Twenty-second Annual
Report of the Governor of Porto Rico, together with the reports
of the heads of the several departments of the Porto Rican gov-
ernment for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1922.

I concur in the recommendation of the Secretary of War that
this report be printed as a congressional document,

WarreN G, Hanoixa,

TaE WHiTE HoUuse, February 23, 1923.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr.
Tucker, for to-day, on account of illness,

LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS,

Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp by printing in 8-point type a
very brief article from ex-Governor Taylor of Tennessee, ap-
ropos to the speech of the gentleman from North Carolina re-
cently in relation to the monument to the colored mammies.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missis-
sippl asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the
Recorp in 8-point type for the purpose indicated. Is there ob-
jection?

There was no objection.

The article referred to is as follows:

“SWING LOW, SWEET CHARIOT.”

Bob Taylor, in his published lectures, makes this beautiful
and touching allusion to a former slave of his family: “ Not
long ago I buried one of the last of our old family darkies. He
had been a preacher for 50 years. When I was a child he often
led me, together with my brother, to his meetings. He had never
learned the art of reading. But many a time have I seen him
rise in the pulpit and say, ‘ My congergashun, you'll find my
text somewhar ’twixt de lids of de Bible, whar It reads, * You
must be born agan and agan.”' And then he would warm up to
his theme until he plunged out far beyond the ratiocination of
man. During the last 20 years of his life he made sight drafts
upon my treasury and my wardrobe, just as thousands of old-
time darkies still make drafts upon their former masters in the
South, and they are always honored. When I was a candidate
Uncle Rufus was a Democrat. When my brother was a candi-
date he was a Republican. When we were candidates against
each other he was neutral. The old man came one evening and
sat with me in the twilight under the trees, and our minds
wandered back together to the happy days of the past when he
was a slave and I was a barefooted boy. He reviewed many a
ghost story he used to tell us in the firelight around the hearth-
stone of his cabin in the happy long ago. And there was many
a joke and jest and merry peal of laughter. But as the shadows
thickened around us the old darky grew serious. He spoke
tenderly of my father and mother and his old wife and all the
old folks who had gone before. With tearful eyes he left me.
But he paused as he departed, and leaned upon his staff and
sald, ‘ You may not see me again. I has had two visions of de
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chariot of de Lord descending from heaven to bear me away.

The next time it comes your Uncle Rufus is a-gwyne home,’ ‘and

n8 he hobbled away in the darkness I thought I heard a song:
“ ! Bwing low, sweet chariot, coming for to carry me home,
Bwing low, sweet chariot, coming for to earry me home.’

“1 never saw him again. Before a week had passed, the
chariot had swung low ; the faithful old servant stepped in and
was canght up into heaven. As I looked upon him for the last
time, with the dews of life's evening condensing on his brow
and the shadows of death falling around him, his simple words
of faith in God were more beautiful to me than the most im-
passioned eloquence that ever fell from the lips of the brilliant
Ingersoll."—Alabama Baptist.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Speaker, before leaving Congress I feel
it to be an imperative personal duty again to lay before
Caongress and the publie certain facts and observations regard-
ing mot only the Sterling-Towner bill, concerning which I
have already spoken briefly, but what is known as the Fess
amendment, the Fess general welfare bill, and what {s asecribed
to the President as a plan to create a department of general
welfare “ whieh,” to use the language of one of its women
advocates, “ is to look after health, education, both physical and
mental, and the things closest to human life” All of these
measures are pernicious in character and if enacted inte law
will mark the decline and fall of eonstitutional government in
the United .States.

Insidiously and with relentless purpose many powerful ele-
ments. in the country are combining in support of all of this
legislation. They are not all of the same profession, nor ani-
mated by the same desires. We find in-support of these meas-
ures the theoretical professorial class whose vanity is tickled
by the assumption that if has discovered something new for
the benefit of mankind.. We have the self-interested classes
who, without reflection or a care for conseguences, seek only an
enlargement of pay-roll opportunity., ‘We have all of those
socialistie, Bolshevistie, and paternalistic classes who favor any
legislation that looks to the destruction of constitutional gov-
ernment. Added to these are the leaders of warious so-called
bloes, whether of labor or agriculture or of industry, whose
measure of power depends upon the increased powers of Con-
gress which they «an bend to ‘their will more easily than a
supreme court created to preserve constitutional liberty.
Finally, we have a large number .of simple-minded, good-hearted
people, to whom numerous idealistic and altruistic appeals are
irresistible. Together they make a powerful force, and, judg-
ing from the past, will make an irresistible one unless fhe real
substantial citizenship and productive forces of the country are
organized -against it. |

Let me take up the Sterling-Towner bill, which proposes to
nationalize education. Briefly this bill creates a new depart-
ment of the Federal Government of equal authority, power, and
prestige that the other departments of the Government possess.
The secretary of education so created would have a seat in
the President’s Cabinet, becoming, therefore, one of the Presi-
dent's counncilors upon all questions affecting the Nation. He
would receive a salary of $12,000 per annum, which is the same
that the Secretaries of other departments mow reeeive.

There would be an assistant secretary of education, whose
salary would be later fixed by Congress, but which undoubtedly
would be commensurate with the salaries of assistant seere-
taries of the other departments. There would also be of ne-
cessity a growing differentiation of the work ‘of the depart-
ment, which would result in the creation of many and varied
bureaus, each one of them having a chief or a head, with sal-
aries commensurate with their respective positions. Added to
this wonld be a constantly increasing clerical Torce com-
mensurate with the differentiations of the department. What T
desire to impress upon you is the fact, with which you are
already acquainted, that the creation of this department of the
Government would inevitably follow the evolution and the
growth witnessed in every other department of the Government
since they were created. It is nof too mmuch to say that not
only the possibilities but the probabilities of the growth of this
one department, if created, would exceed that of any other
under the Federal Government, because it would comprehend
within its scope of facts not only every new development in the
realm of knowledge but the administrative activities within
every little school district in every State of the Federal Union
as well. Especially will this be trne if a department of public
welfare be created according to the President's plan, which
will include maternity, childhood, child labdr, mothers’ pen- |
sions, old-age pensions, old-age insurance, home economiecs,
medicine, surgery, and, as I have already quoted, “all the'

things closest to human 1ife.” There is no escape from this
conclusion, unless the advocates of this measure assume that
the inherent expansion of all other departments, bureaus, and
commissions of the Federal Government will not attend upen
this department. :

This would mean, therefore, that for the department of edu-
cation alonme ‘the first appropriation of $100,000,000 would
be increased inevitably year by year because of the expansion
and growth inherent in the propesition, until national taxation
for this purpose alone would run ultimately into billiens of dol-
lars. Add to this all of those things I have already mentioned,
and which are propesed to be undertaken by the Federal Gov-
ernment by legislation already on the .calendars of both Houses
according to the reputed presidential plan of a general wel-
fare department which shall take within its ecare “all the
things closest to human life "—and you will see a people ulti-
mately staggering under such taxation as to compel another
revolution for adequate relief. The Revolution of 1776 was
against an imbeclle king, It is not certain that there will not
have to be another revolution against a future imbecile Con-
gress and President. The tyranny of a king is no more in-
tolerable than the tyranny of a majority. This was plainly
foreseen and feared and the endeavor made to provide against
it by the framers of our Constitution. The pace, and a fast
one, has already been sei for this sort of legislation, gentle-
men of the House, and if you keep it up you will either be dis-
placed from your seats or an indignant people will have lost
all the blessings of their birthright, and sooner or later will
be compelled to overthrow a government which has become in-
tolerable by senseless violations of the covenant of their union.
If this legislation is enacted, and the measures proposed
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess], and that by the
gentleman from Iewa [Mr. Towser], and other related schemes
of the same bureancratic character, the hopes of the citi-
zen for lessened taxation and economical appropriation will
forever go glimmering. To such an extent would Federal taxa-
tion expand and draw upon the resources of the taxables that
sooner or later the peoples of the communities and of the States
would find it impossible to meet these demands and at the
same time retain the ability to levy taxes for their own com-
munity and State purposes.

‘What I wish to emphasize is that if this and other numerous
forms of legislation of a bureaucratic and paternalistic char-
acter are to be accepted as the basis of a new policy for na-
tional government, the time will come, and it is not far distant,
when the peoples of the various States and communities will
have no money for their own expenditure, becanse the demands
of the Federal Government will be all, if not more, than they
can endure,

I do not mean to have it mnderstood that I am opposed to
education. It would be unfair and unjust to place me in such
a position because I oppose the nationalization of education.
It would be asg absurd as to charge me with being an atheist
because I was opposed to nationalizing religion. On the con-
trary, I am in faver of education, and believe that it should be
the supreme purpose of every boy and girl in the land to secure
an education, just as it should be a matter of pride and settled
purpose for every man and woman to secure a home and the
means of a comfortable lving. What T do desire to have
understood is that neither the State nor the Federal Govern-
ment shonld be responsible any more for education than for
food and clothing. Every State in the Union already provides
not only food and clothing but shelter as well for the indigent
and helpless—a humane and altogether proper provision.

I do not believe that the Federal Government has any right
to interfere in what should be essentially and primarily the
direct concern of the communities within the States. I go
further and say that I believe that the respective States them-
selves ghould limit their State aectivities in this direction and
place not only more responsibility directly upon the people but
protect the people in the matter of taxation and expenditure
for this and other State purposes which are essentially mat-
ters of community interest. In other words, I do not believe
that the Btate itself has any duty to perform or should have
any concern over the matter of education execept to see to it
that its future ecitizens are made sufficiently. literate to fit
themselves for the proper exercise of the right of suffrage.
If it can be constitutienally upheld that the 'State should edu-
cate its children up to and including 12 grades of knowledge,
why stop before ‘the highiest college course is reached? Fur-
ther, if this prineiple be admitted, why should not the State
tax its people to educate its ministers, its lawyers, its dectors,
fts scientific men in all .employments, just as there seems to
be a growing assumption that the State should give vecational
training to all its boys and girls. How did the people of the
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United States become what they are, not in aggregate but in
distribured wealth, not alone in power but in diffused pros-
perity, and an unchallenged esteem throughout the whole world
for the blessings enjoyed by our people? Is it possible that
our institutions have been wrong; that our former govern-
ment was founded upon false principles; that, like Topsy, we
have *just growed”; that grapes have been growing from
thorns and figs from thistles for more than 150 years?

Let us give a little serious reflection to the fact that with-
out these new schemes of government with which we are being
so afflicted we have become a Nation such as no other in the
world exceeds. And right here let me emphasize another
thought, that national control of education is not the cure for
every national ill, nor is it necessarily a matter prerequisite
to tlie preservation of American civilization. There is no dis-
pute except by a Gompers, a Marx, or a Lenin that this Gov-
ernment has not had a marvelous record of human attainment
for all purposes for which governments have been instituted.
There i3 no questioning our prosperity, our greatly distributed
power, nor the more important fact, our peace and happiness
in a land where from the foundation of our Government there
has been secured more sufety to the Individual, more peace to
the liome, and a greater protection to the life and the property
of the individual than has been given by tlie most favored
government hitherto throughout the ancient or modern world.
Therefore, let me ask agnin, how is it that we have attained to
and obtained all of these things if illiteracy was a menace to
good government? That illiteracy was not an obstacle to the
foundation of our Government Is very clear. The illiteracy of
the Colonies at the time they met the armed forces of the
most powerful nation of the world was not less than 75 per
cent of the three million and a half who were involved in that
greut struggle. At the time of the adoption of our present
Constitution in 1789 the illiterucy of the country was hardly
less than in the colonial period. I agalin ask vou to remember
that the greatest and the most beneficent government that the
world has ever known was instituted on a 75 per cent illiteracy
and decade by decade has expanded and preserved itself on a
far greater illiteracy than now exists. Again I ask, can grapes
grow from thorns or figs from thistles? Cold logic historically
would seem to prove that an illiteracy of 75 per cent was
beneficent rather than harmful.

Fver since time began the human race has been subject to
periods of mental prepossession. The receding wave of Coueism
is now visible, We had a Perkins in the eighteenth century. It
wis the fashion at one time, especially for fashionable people,
to have appendixes removed whether there was anything the
matter with them or not. There are constantly changing fash-
ioms in dress and customs. There are femporary prepossessions
in medicine and even in religion. Just now we are in the
thiroes of violent spasms over education throughout the whole
country, intensified and propagated chiefly by those who are
self-interested—by the thoughtless and conscienceless politi-
cian—abetted by the dreamers and altruists, who fondly think
that they are engaged in a great, noble, and necessary propa-
ganda which will have for its results a real millennium; but
chiefly by professorial educators and teachers seeking an en-
larged opportunity under a Government pay roll.

Gentlemen of the House, let me remind you of two established
facts: First, you can not educate every child alike nor to the
saie degree. Cold seientific ascertainment shows a biological
inability to be highly educated on the part of a large proportion
of the youth of the land. Second, no greater disaster could
fall upon this country than to have every boy and girl pos-
sessed of a Harvard diploma, assuming that they were able to
secure the same, This is a world, my friends. that you and I
did not make., The Creator made the world and all that therein
fs. He made it according to His plan; and as far as His
fundamental laws are concerned, you and I are powerless to
change them. He did not make all men free and equal, al-
though that beautiful euphuism appears in our Declaration of
Independence.

The weakling is not equal physically to him who is strong.
The lame, the halt, and the blind are not equal, either in fact
or in their power to seize upon opportunity, to the individual
who can run and who can see. The vicious born {s not equal
spiritually to him who is congenitally good. The idiof, the
moron, the mentally defective is not equal to him who is en-
dowed with congenital Intelligence. All that that beautiful
sentiment means is that under our Institutions and laws every-
one shall be equal in sharing their beneficence—the guaranties
which they give for the protection of life, for the preservation
of liberty, for the unimpeded pursuit of happiness, and for that
chance of opportunity commensurate with the individual ea-
pacity, For years the world was under the delusion of the

fallacy promulgated by Lamark, whose biological theory was
that education would produce intelligence, The Socratic
method, thousands of years old, is now known to have been
established on a scientifically sound basis. It is now an estab-
lshed fact coming from physiological, sociological, psychologi-
cal, and biological sources that education is one thing and
intelligence quite another; that education can progress exactly
and only in proportion to the congenital capacity of the indl-
vidual to acquire education; that intelligence is born withia
the individual and can not be acquired by any process of culture,
education. or by any environment whatsoever, any more than by
any process of training, of feeding, or of culture whaisoever
you could convert the finest beagle hound into a blue ribbon
Irish setter.

I say this is an accepted scientific truth, and I only mention
it in order to show not omly the futility of hope and desirve
entertained by a large number of our educators who seem to
think that by education you can {ncrease the Aristotles, the
Platos, the Ciceros, the Bacons, the Shakespeares, the Hum-
boldts, the Lincolns, and the Roosevelis of the world, but also
to show the waste of the taxables’ money that is created by
attempting to do impossible things. The great men whom [
have just mentioned were born, not made. Thelr respective
opportunities for culture and for knowledge only added to their
greatness, Their greatness was inherent and could come from
o 0 er source than their congenital inheritance.

Addressing myself again to the Sterling-Towner bill in par-
ticular, let me speak more plainly of a matter which the pro-
ponents of the bill claim robs it of all undesirability and all
harmm. I refer to the claim made that under the provisions of
this bill the rights of the communities and the States are spe-
cifically safeguurded. I desire to be perfectly frank and admit
that the bill does so provide in more than one section as far as
words go. I desire, however, to declare also that every such
apparent prohibition against national interference in the mat-
ter of community and State education contalned in .his bill is
a gross deception and altogether impudent when carefully
looked at with the eyes of experience. Let us counsider this
matter with the clear eyes of common sense, Let us not be
deluded or confused by words.

The plain facts are that if this bill becomes a law the secre-
tary of education will necessarily be a man not only of educa-
tional fitness but a man of marked individual character, a man
of strong will, a man of defined and resolute purposes, who will
at once begin to carry out his ideas in respect to everything
comprehended within the great word called education, and
therefore will endeavor to establish his unrestricted influence
within the sphere of his activities, Left me call your attention
to the influence of a Presldent upon Congress, owing to the
patronage and other favors at his disposal. As men of expe-
rience recall the power of a governor within a State and his
influence by reason of that power. There is not a human
activity that does not have attached to it the power of in-
fluence. How many of the superintendents of eduecation in the
various Stateg of the Union would resist the blandishments,
the cajolements, and the opportunities enticingly displayed for
elevation to some high position under a department where many
such positions would be at the disposal of a secretary of a great
and constantly growing department? Superintendents of pub-
lic schools, whether State or county, are human, and a secre-
tary of education, without coerclon, without seeming inter-
ference on his part, would be able to establish any policy he
saw fit. He could institute textbooks for the inculcation of any
principle of political economy, of history, or of anything within
the scope of a school curriculum, and thus secure control over
education generally without seeming to have interfered to any
degree whatever,

If every line of the bLill was a prohibition against interfer-
ence with the communities and the States, the practical control
of a hundred millions of dollars to begin with, the great num-
ber of appolntments at his disposal, together with the high
prestige he would enjoy as a Cabinet officer, would inevitably
make a secretary of education supreme by every rule of ex-
perience and common sense. There is not a small bureau
established under the Federal Government that has not grad-
ually expanded its power beyond the limitations of the act
which created it, and which has not gradually encroached
upon the individual rights that were specifically safeguarded
therein. Let me give yvou an instance which I know to be
fresh In your minds in respect to the statement which I have
just made.

In 1913 the Child's Welfare Bureau was created, chiefly
through the propaganda of Madam Kollantai., a grossly corrupt
and profligante Russian Bolshevik now enjoying the connubial
bliss of an eighth husband. YWhile she was in this country
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acting in cooperation with varieus men and women whose in-
terest in and admiration for foreign persons and ideas are
distinguishing eharacteristics, the establishment of this bureaun
was eonsummated. When Mrs, Julia Lathrop, Miss Alice Paul,
Miss Grace Abboit, and numerous other women id genus omne,
and some men of the same genus, appeared before the commit-
tee that had sueh matters in eharge they positively declared—
the printed hearings will prove it—that they wanted only
to establish a little bureau for the statistical purpeses of child-
hood and motherhood; that all they desired was an appro-
priation of $25,000 a year, and that this §25,000 a year would
be all they weuld ever require for such a purpose.

This was in 1813. After eight years only, this same crowd of
people, augmented by thousands of others who saw a way to get
upon the Federal pay roll, and se secure a Federal livelihood,
came before Ceongress and asked for $150,000,000 under the gunise
of a maternity bill, and tried to convince the eommittee before
whom they appeared that there was such an alarming mortality
affecting the expectant mother and the new-born babe, that if
not checked by the enactment of the law which they demanded,
the extinction of the human raee, in the United States at least,
was a matter of serious apprehension, All this was put forth
impudently in the face of the knowledge possessed even by fools
that motherhood and d were at that very moment at-
tended by less mortality, were better safegnarded by sclentific
discoveries in sanitation, dietetics, and medicine, through the
individual efforts of the great medical profession througheut
the world, than in any other period hitherto in human history.
They did not hesitate, in fact, to falsify statistics bearing upon
the subject, and in some cases actually to conceal them so as to
better forward their desires. In eight years the demands for a
$25,000 bureau per annum expanded into a $§150,000,000 proposi-
tion per annum. The Congress, playlng its usual game of poli-
tics, granted a million and half of dollara as a complacent com-
promise belween their consciences and the fear of club-wcomen
voters.

In answer to the claims made by some of the proponents of
this measure that there is mo desire to curtail or interfere in the
slightest degree with the power of the community or State in
eduecational matters, I desire to say that it is anfortunate for
those propenents who took this position that they should not
have conspired together more intimatelv and learned to speak
phenographically the same piece. When this educational bill
first came to my attention I sent out nearly 2,000 questionnaires
for the purpose of ascertaining the sentiment of the public. A
guestionnaire was sent to the president of every American col-
lege, to the editor of every daily newspaper, to the governor of
every State, and to every State superintendent of publie schools.
In reply to this guestionnaire there were numerous advocates
of the absolute eontrol of education by the Federal Government
as against the rights of the community and the State. Let me
guote a few of them.

L. B. Powers, president Kansas Wesley University, says: “1
am in bearty sympathy with the main tenets of the Smith-
Towner hill and ether proposed legislation looking toward the
nationalization of education,” because, among other reasons, he
says, “a much more cemplete standardization of schools could
be achieved.”

F. G. Coffin, president Cornell Cellege, Mount Vernon, Towa,
says: * Upon the general subject I may say that the eentral
government might well have a place in relationghip to our States
and have a joint authority or an asseciate authority * * =
greatly to their advantage. State rights have almost entirely
disappeared in almost every department of our national life,
and it is an anachronism to have it preveiling in educational
oirelea % %% :

Howard A. N. Briggs, Strait College, New Orleans, says: “I
favor placing education under a central authorily of the Govern-
Eent. taking it out of the hands of the communities and the

tates.”

W. H. Black, president Missouri Valley College, Marshall,
Me., says: “* * % T have no hesitation in approvisg the
nationalizatien of education. * * * It seems to me that
# # % there should be mational standards for courses of
study, for teacher qualifications and certifieations, and also
standards of salaries and pensions.”

J. N. Tilden, president Lombard College, Galeshurg, 111, says:
“In reply to your eircular letter of December 9, I am pleased
to state that I am unalterably in faver of the nationalization
of education.”

It. M. Montgomery, president Parsons College, Iowa, says:
“ It properly relates the great subject to the administration of
our Government.”

R. T. Camel, president Sterling College, Kans., says: “ The
nationalization of education, in my judgment, would be a great
help to our educational iostitutions.”

John W. Hoffman, president Wesley University, Delaware,
Ohie, says: “I am certainly in favor of the nationalization of
education. * * #* T am thoroughly committed to the idea of
centralization in this respeet.”

A. E. Turner, president Lineoln College, Lincoln, TII., says:
* Referring to your inquiry of December 9, I beg to say that it
is the feeling of this institution to place education under a cen-
tral authority of the Government.”

U. 8. Smith, president Iowa Wesley College, says: “ Suf-
fice to say that I am in sympathy with the bill and believe that
2 nationalization of our educational system would be in keeping
with the advancement of the age.”

Frederick Lent, president Elmira College, New York, says:
“1 am in favor of the nationalization of education.” * * #

To these frank expressions I could add largely, but I have
not the space in this address.

When the proponents themselves are divided upon the gues-
tion and some of them frankly avow their purpose to nation-
alize education, openly advocating the placing of education un-
der the control of natienal authority, distinetly demanding that
all community and State activity be eliminated in order that
prineiples and policies, textbooks and salaries, certifications
and pensions may be standardized, and taxation and expendi-
ture be placed entirely in the hands of a majority of Congress,
it behooves every intelligent man and woman te consider
whether this Prussianizing of eduecation in the United States is
desirable; and if net, to organize against it. Personally, I
deny the right of the professional educalor, whether of high or
low degree, to dictate a policy the burdens of which the taz-
payer will have to bear, especially when that policy must neces-
sarily result in widespread and deteriorating effects upon the
individual character of the American citizen, In eoncluding
this part of my remarks let me say that an analysis of the
opinions of the presidents of colleges shows a marked oppesi-
tion to this bill on the part of the great colleges of the country,
such as those of Harvard, Yale, Princeton, Columbia, and
Williams, with a lessening opposition as you go down the scale
of institutional Importance.

I received also a large number of replies from presidents of
colleges who favored the nationalization of education but who,
fatuously, did not believe that this would interfere in the
slightest degree with the liberty of the communities and of
the States—a reductio ad absurdum.

Of the replies I received from the daily newspapers of the
United States a large majority were opposed to the measure.
Of the governors, so far as answers were received, a majority
did not favor the proposition. Finally, of the superintendents
of education of the several States an overwhelming majority of
them favored the bill. A serutiny of these replics revealed the
fact that those who were looking after jobs were overwhelm-
ingly behind ithe legislation, while those who were looking after
consequences were opposed to it. It might just as well be said
now, so that the general public may know it, that all the 4,000
counties of the United States are being organized by their re-
spective superintendents of education and their assistants in
erder to secure the passage of this bill, making it, beyond all
question, a professienal propaganda. This is not only danger-
ous, but it does not in any way determine the will of the tax-
payer. Take as an illustration any town or cemmunity, and
the entire profession of teachers will not comprehend more
than one-half of 1 per cent of the tax-paying ecommunity. It is
proposed that this one-half of 1 per cent shall determine the
passage of a law affecting the rest of a community. And yet,
notwithstanding its absurdity, this is likely to be effected unless
the taxpayers themselves rise up and by equal organization
defeat the passage of such legislation, the bardens of which, if
consummated, they themselves will have te bear, leaving out of
the discussion any comment upon the disastrous effects of such
a national policy.

Having inserted letters and quotations from those in favor
of nationalizing education, I think it proper to insert here a
few letters and quotations from distinguished educators and
journalists who oppose the creation of a department of eduea-
tien, in order that their views may be given through the
means of the CoxcrEssioNAL REcorp to the people of the entire
country, and preveoke, if pessible, universal thouzht and dis-
cussion for the salvation of our constitutional citizenship.

Nicholas Murray Butler, president of Columbia University,
in his annual report of that institution last January put him-
self on record as follows: The plan to nationalize education
“is to bureaucratize and bring into uniformity the educational
system of the whole United States while making the most
solmen assurances that nothing of the kind ig intended.” He
says further, “ The free and natural system of education that
has grown up among us shoukl be continued,” for, “the glory
and successes of education in the United States are dne to
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jts reflection to the needs and ambitions amd capacities of
local communities, and to its being kept in close and constant
touch with the people themselves.”

Harvarp UNIVERSITY,
PrESIDENT's OFFICE,
Cambridge, December 12, 1921,
Hon. Carer R. LAYTON,
Congress of the Uniled States,
House of Representatives, Washington, D, C.

Desr M. Layron: Your letter about the Smith-Towner bill
has come. I do not believe in the provision in that bill to
create a Department of Edueation, with a member of the
Cabinet at its head. I believe that would be simply puiting
education into politics; nor am I yet convinced of the wisdom
of a national appropriation for education om the lines laid
down in that bill

Very truly yours, A. LawreNcE LOWELL.

PrincEToN UNIVERSITY,
PRrEsSIDENT'S Rooar,
Princeton, N. J., December 10, 1921.
Hon. Cacee R. LaAYTON,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mg, Layron: I have just received your letter, and
am glad to give you the following statement coneerning the
Smith-Towner bill:

I have expressed myself ag opposed to this bill because, in
my opinion, a ecentralized bureau having supervision of the
education of the country would be always subject to political
interests and ultimately to political control. The result for
America would be, in all probability, similar to that im Ger-
many.

The German system of centralized edueational control is, of
course, carried to the extreme, but it shows the tendency of
such an organization. In Germany the results have proved
disastrous not only to education but to the general spirit and
morale of the German people. As a particular instance, I
would cite the letter which the 93 professors of various Ger-
man universities sent out to the so-called intellectual world at
the beginning of the war—a letter they were all' compelled to
sign by a central educational authority. While we might not
have the same disastrous experience in America, the Smith-
Towner bill opens up possibilities in this direction.

Sincerely yours,
Joa~ Grier HIBBEN.

TeE Uz;r_msn-r or CHICAGO,
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT,
Chicago, Ill., December 12, 1921,
Mr. Cares R. LAYTON,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.

Deag Sig: Your favor of the Oth instant is received. I am
not in favor of transferring the control of education from the
States to the Federal Government. Neither am I in favor of the
principle of Federal subsidies to the States for educational or
other purposes. Education, it seems to me, is far more effective
when controlled and financed by the communities immediately
concerned. The steady drift toward remote control of local
affairs from Washington is wrong in principle and injurious in
practice.

and not Prussian centralization. The injurious effect of sub-
sidies is se obvious and has so many implications that I
need not discuss it here. It seems to me that the Federal Gov-
ernment should confine itself to those vital necessities which
concern it alone and leave as much as possible te the States
and to loeal initiative.

Very truly yours, Hagrry Pratr JUDSON.

MUHLENBERG COLLEGE,
Allentown, Pa., December 12, 1921.
Hon. Caren P. LAYTON,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Dieanr Sme: In replying to your letter 1 would say that I am at
present in a position to know the general sentiment of the
colleges of Penusylvania, ag I happen to be for this year presi-
dent of the College Pregidents’ Association of Pennsylvania,

Our opinion is that while certain advantages may seem to
be derived from the Smith-Towner and similar bills in unifying
the education of our country, and in helping us to greater com-
mon standards, neverthless we believe that there is a great
danger in the present strong movements toward taking away
from States and cemmunities many of the privileges which they
have hitherto exerecised. f

It is eontrary, I believe, to the fundamental prin-
ciple of our Constitution, which implies loeal self-government

-

The reason is that a people should be allowed as much loeal
freedom as pessible in developing our American educational
system. It is the close touch with edueational problems, with
educational problems which touch every sphere of education,
that insures those rights which we as American ueople possess
in education as a part of vur democracy.

It is our opinion in Pennsylvania that there are teo many
movements that look toward strong paternalization and toward
an oversocialization of our modern life. We see in all of these
movements in education the approach to a situation which
shall rob us of our personal freedom.

It must be remembered that there are many private insti-
tutions of learning whieh are supported by the gifts of many
people, and which form a real contribution to American edun-
cation without imposing general taxation. Is it right that a
central government shall pass laws which will affect at least
indirectly the life of these institutions?

While the Smith-Towner bill guarantees loeal State rights in
education, yet the effect of central appropriation of money will
after all make State authorities guite willing to follow the
indications of the Federal Commissioner of Education.

Furthermore, if the Federal Government will appropriate
moneys to States without control it is not a fair proeedure, for
the money will be expended and given to the States to do
with as they please. Hewever, the Smith-Towner bill does not
provide for such freedom at all. There will come about through
these new plans a double taxation of the people for the same
cause, which is always unfortunate.

We hold in Pennsylvania that common standards ean best
be arrived at through free conferences rather than through
pressure from above. We are already being overregulated by
numbers of societies and standard-fixing agencies outside of
our own States, and we feel that any kind of additional
Federal control will add further confusion and difficulty.

Yours very sincerely,
JoHN A. W. Haas, President.

Wirriams COLLEGE,
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT.
Williamstown, Mass., March 4, 1922.
Hon. Cacee R. LAYTON,
Representative from Delmcare,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

DeAr Sme: During my absence abroad you made inguiry of
me concerning the Smith-Towner bill and other bills of a simi-
lar character now on the congressional calendar. Possibly it
is too late to reply, but the subject is of first-rate importance,
and therefore I send you the following brief comment in answer
to your specific question whether or not I favor placing eduea-
tion under a central authority of the Government and taking
it out of the hands of the communities and the States.

There is a place for both the private and the State university.
While I am aware that the advocates of the Smith-Towner biil
deny any purpose to interfere with the educational policies now
laid down by the States, my judgment is that if that or any
similar bill is passed the-advisory attitude will in course of time
give way to supervision, and that our State universities will
therefore be compelled te eonform to a general educational
policy rather than to the pelicies suited to the needs of the
several States. We are too vast a territory to make it reason-
able to impose a uniform educational system upon the schools
and colleges of all sections of our country. With even more
foree this observation would apply to privately endowed col-
leges and universities.

Granted the value of a state educational system among the
European States, it by no means follows that sueh a system
would be applicable here. To make the comparison one would
have to consider the effect of a proposal to impose a single
educational system upon all of western Europe, while, of
course, admitting that the differences there are greater than
with us. But my chief objection lies in a different direction.

Sinee the war we have heard much comment upon Americani-
zation. What does it mean? It may have a very good meaning
or a very sinister one. Washington, the Adams family, and
Lincoln were products of uncontaminated Americanism. Sup-
pose they had been trained under a single, central policy, for-
mulated by a group of officials entertaining their own particular
notions of Americanization. It seems clear to me that under
those circumstances those three types could not have been pro-
duced. A centralized uniform system means a centralized
policy. A centralized educational policy will stunt our best
growths and destroy the variety making for the richness as well
as the strength of Ameriean life, We need more Lincolns, but
we also need more Washingtons and Adamses,

.
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We can carry to every section of our country necessary finan-
cial support and what is of even greater importance, the in-
fluence and training of the best which each section affords with-
out the menace of a centralized educational system. In my
judgment we are throwing away part of our birthright if we
adopt such a policy. The Bureau of Education as a central,
advisory body, organized as at present, is doing valuable service
on right lines and within proper limits,

Sincerely yours,
H. A. GARFIELD.
THE JoHNs HoPKINS UNIVERSITY,
PRESIDENT'S OFFICE,
Baltimore, Md., December 10, 1921.
Hon. Carer R. LayTtox,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. (.

Dear Sik: I have your letter of December 8 asking my opin-
fon with regard to the nationalization of education as expressed
in the Smith-Towner bill and other bills of similar character
now on the congressional calendar.

I am personally opposed to the proposal. In the first place,
there will be a necessity for a further centralization of our
Government in the hands of the Washington authorities along
other lines, such as transportation and perhaps publie health.
I feel that the centralization which will necessarily take place
will put upon the Federal Government all the burden which it
should be expected fo bear.

I do not believe that centralization of the eduneational system
is necessary nor at the present time desirable. I further feel
that it is very unwise to carry this centralization any further
than is absolutely necessary, and that, owing to the present con-
ditions of the finances of the United States Government, it
should not assume any further burdens than it is absolutely
necessary that ir should assume.

I am, yours very truly,
Fraxx J. Goop~Now.

CoNCORDIA (COLLEGE,
Fort Wayne, Ind., December 20, 1921.
Hon, CALer LAYTON,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. (.

Sik: In a recent letter you asked the opinion of Prof. M.
Luecke, president of Concordia College, on the Smith-Towner
bill.

We are opposed to the Smith-Towner bill, which * places
education under a central authority of the Government and
takes it out of the hands of communities and States,” because
a subsidy of the Federal Government to the States would em-
power the former to specify the conditions on which their finan-
cial assistance would be contingent. But the same conditions
do not obtain in all counties and States, and the vital interests
of certain communities and States might be affected adversely
by the official action of a central authority in education, which
must necessarily apply equally to all communities and States.

On behalf of the faculty of Concordia College,

Very respectfully yours,

[sEAL.] M. LuEecke, President.

SiMMoNS COLLEGE,
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT,
Bosgton, Mass., December 12, 1921,
Hon. CarEB R. LAYTON,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Sir: In reply to the question in your letter of De-
cember 9, I would say that I am entirely opposed to the transfer
of educational responsibility from the State and its communi-
tles to a Federal authority. * * * Any further transfer of
responsibility and control to an aunthority outside of the State
would, in my mind, be a very great misfortune, because I be-
lieve that the responsibility of the community for the training
of its children is one of the best elements in promoting true
citizenship. I hope that the States are not to be bribed to
surrender their present control of this important funection.

Yours truly,
HESRY LEFAYOUE.

OKLAHOMA AGRICULTURAL AND MECHANICAL COLLEGE,

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT,
Stillwcater, December 16, 1921.
Hon. Carees . Layrox,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Sir: Your letter to hand regarding the Smith-
Towner bills and other hills of similar character now on the
congressional calendar, and in reply will say that I am abso-
Iutely opposed to any form of legislation which places education

under central authority of the Government and takes it out of
the hands of the communities and the States.

I regard it as one of the most dangerous tendencies in our :
modern educational policies., As to my reasons against such
legislation, it seems to me that the stating of the objection car-
ries the reason therefor, and that is: Communities and States
should be allowed to direct their educational policies, whether
they have much money or little money. I for one prefer to
have no money and local and State autonomy to a large budget,
the control thereof centralized at Washington, or any other
place, for that matter.

Furthermore, my own feeling is that should the time come
when the United States Government can control one type of
education it will control another, and the step to the control
of it all will soon be accomplished. When that is done, in
my judgment it means the fading away of the Republic and
the bringing in of the empire. We have had a sample, to the
sorrow of the world, of centrally controlled education, such
as was developed in Germany, and it seems to me that a little
reflection upon the disastrous effects of such a policy would
be enough to cause educators, legislators, and all friends of
freedom to stop and think. These and other reasons might be
assigned, but I am sure you understand what I mean,

Thanking you for having written me, and with my best
wishes, T am,

Cordially and sincerely,
J. B. Eskrincg, President.
ForpHEAM UNIVERSITY,
PRESIDENT'S (FFICE,
Fordham, N. Y., December 12, 1921.
Hon, Caree R. LaYTON,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.

DeAr Sir: I am decidedly opposed to the plan of centering
the educational power of the country at Washington., . -

The plan is unnecessary. Local control is much, better be-
cause the appreciation of the local needs will be much keener
on the part of those concerned than would be the case if there
were a central board of control located at Washington. You
will appreciate this from your own legislative experience.

The plan is dangerous. It savors too much of the Bismarck-
ian scheme which placed the German Nation where we find it
to-day.

Uniformity in the system of education is bad for any coun-
try and the result of this plan must be a uniform system of
education. :

The appropriation is inadequate for the purposes specified.
Even the present figures impose an unnecessary burden of taxa-
tion.

Education is thus brought into the realm of national poelities,
a circumstance which we would certainly have speedy reason
to deplore.

When our desire now is to teach the growing generation what
the real American should be, it seems sad that our legislators
even consent to discuss a plan which is so thoroughly un-
Amerlean.

My personal opinion in this matter is vastly strengthened by
the fact that so many of the real educators of the country, not
those who exploif education for their own selfish ends, are
thoroughly opposed to the spirit and principle of the bill. Such
men, in constant touch with the problems of education, are
much better qualified to pass judgment on such a matter than
are they who are members of various associations who discuss
without proper knowledge the serions questions involved in this
branch of the national welfare,

Finally, it behooves us to see to it that no further inroads
be made on the Constitution of the United States. If we con-
tinue to pass such measures as the Sheppard-Towner maternity
bill and the Towner-Sterling bill, we might as well fling the
Constitution to the winds and devise some other scheme of
government.

Trusting that the above will be of some assistance to vou
in opposing, as I feel you will, what every true American ought
to oppose, I am.

Very sincerely yours, E. P. TivNaN, Jr., President.

GUILFORD COLLEGE,
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT,
Guilford College, N. C., December 12, 1921.
Hon, C. R. LAYTON,
Representative to Congress from Delmicare,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.
Dear Sir: I have your letter of December 9 inquiring con-
cerning my opinion on national or central authority or control
of education,




CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

4435

In reply I wish to say that I am emphatically opposed to
it. Germany gives us a fine illustration of the evils of na-
tional control in education. Whenever a group of Government

“officers can dictate to the public how they shall spend their
money for education and the things that they shall teach,
democracy is doomed. I am not opposed to strong centraliza-
tion of control of our industries, transportation, ete,, but when
it comes to religion and education the people must be free to
conduet it in a way that most strongly realizes their highest
ideals. In eduocation more than in religion diversity of in-
struction and purpose is essential to the development of a free-
thinking people.

Very sincerely yours, Rayyoxp Bixrorp.

WaITMAN COLLEGE,
OF¥FICE OF THE PRESIDENT,
Walla Walla, Wash., December 14, 1921.
Hon. Caces R, LAYTON,
House of Representatives Building,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sm: I am glad to receive your letter of December 9
asking my opinion concerning the Smith-Towner bill. Iam heart-
ily opposed to that bill and to the nationalization of educa-
tion which it provides. Inclosed is a letter which I have ad-
@ressed to members of the Educational Committees of the
House and Senate,

With high regards, I am, very truly yours,
StepHEN B. L. 2ENROSE.

WHITMAN COLLEGE,
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT,
Walla Walla, Wash., December 2, 1921,

Deag Sie: I have recently received a copy of a bill known
as the Towner-Sterling bill. and also a pamphlet entitled
“ Facts about the educational bill,” prepared in Boston, Mass.,
by a “ National Cbmmittee for a Department of Education.” I
have long beéen familiar with the movement to create a de-
parturent of ‘education, with a secretary in the President’s
Cabinet, and“am strongly opposed to it. Will yon allow me to
present some of the reasons for my opposition?

For 2T years I have been president of Whitman College, a
nonsectarian but Christian institution of higher education.
During this time I have taught the history and principles of
education and have studied education broadly and minutely,
both in the Northwest and in the country at large. I am by
birth and upbringing a Pennsylvania Republican, born in Phila-
delphia, and therefore I might be expected to favor the central-
ization of power in the hands of the Government; nevertheless,
I believe that the Towner-Sterling bill is inexpedient, un-
necessary, and prejudicial to the best interest of education and
the Nation. 3

First. If is inexpedient. The bill proposes the annual expendi-
turé, for an indefinite time, of $100,500,000. This expenditure
-is not for one year or for a term of years, but runs on without
limitation as a permanent feature of our national life. It
seems to me that, in the present juncture of immense nationa!
indebtedness and extraordinary taxation necessary for carry-
ing our war debt and the increased cost of Government, it is
unwise to burden the Nation with such an expenditure unless
it ean be proven to be absolutely necessary.

Seeond. The proposed expenditure is unnecessary.

From the begining of our history education has been a func-
tion first of the loeality and then of the State. The advocates
of the bill assume that all functions of the national life, includ-
ing education, must be directed by the National Government
from Washington, and that a Government department of edu-
cation is necessary to create a proper interest in education. But
education has been a primary interest of the American people
from the earliest days, and has not waited for the National Gov-
ernment to call it into being. The interest of the people has
been widespread and generous to an unparalleled degree. The
burden of proof must rest upon supporters of the bill.

It is frue that several educational activities, chiefly of re-
search, are carried on at present by several departments of the
Federal Government, and that wasteful overlapping is a result.
But it is not necessary to organize a department of education in
order to unify these activities. Let the disposition to unify
Such activities appear, and the problem can be solved economi-
cally and effectively.

Third. The proposed bill is dangerous in its tendencies.

(a) Local initiative has heretofore characterized education
in the United Stafes., This bill will teach the States and their
normal schools to look to the National Governmwent for yearly
suppert. It will stimulate a feeling of dependence rather than

| gates which admit immigrants, rather than thus tardily.
| ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure.”

of independence and thus tend to pauperize the people of the
weaker States.

(b) It places the responsibility for educational development
upon the wrong shoulders. Make the people of each district
and of each State feel that they must manage their own
affairs as best they can and they will manage them better
than if they expect continual relief from a benevolent and
paternal Government. i

(e) The independence of the States is undermined by the
proposed measure. Money in large amounts is offered to them
for umnnecessary objects. Their normal schools need mo aid
from the United States Government. The problem of illiteracy
should be met at its source; namely, E Island and“the

An
Moreover, the
present efforts of the States to Americanize their foreign ele-
ment do not require the vast scheme of aid proposed in this bill

Arouse the States to the problems which are involved by the
presence of an ignorant body of foreigners within their borders;
when they realize their danger, they will find adequate means
to overcome it. At present they are often unaware of the
economic and moral loss which they sustain by the presence
of this unassimilated element. They need enlightenment
rather than Government bounty. Unnecessary and lavish ex-
penditure on the part of the General Government is a danger
to the Republic.

For these reasons I earnestly hope that you will oppose the
passage of any bill to establish a national department of edu-
cation.

StepHEN B. L. PENROSE, President.
Hore COLLEGE,
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT,
Holland, Mich.

My Dear Sig: In reply to your letter of the 9th instant, I
am glad to give a brief statement of my personal attitude in
the matter.

1. I am opposed to “ nationalization of education" because
each community faces conditions peculiar to itself and must be
allowed to develop itself in detail to suit these conditions. A
few general broad principles might be enunciated from time to
time by a conference board which could gulde but should have
no legislative or executive power. Natlonalization means bu-
reaucracy and a scaling down of standards rather than a free
scope for higher—and perhaps newer—ideas and ideals in
education,

2, Nationalization means standardization. Standardization
may be desirable in machinery, but men and women are indi-
viduals, and abeve all human individuals for whom standardiza-
tion would be fatal. Any real ‘“educator™ is wary of
“methods * because they produce types rather than men.
Again, a properly constituted board could suggest models which
might be of assistance in many gquarters, e. g., *“standard
buildings,” but there should be no constraint. If a California
community wished to adapt its whole educational scheme to its
out-door possibilities, it should be free to do so. If a Chicago
board desired to stress “ vocationalism” to the elimination of
e erything else it should have the privilege, while a farming
community might wish to develop the purely ‘agricultural

aspect.

3. The taxing power should remain loeal, unaided by Federal
grants, for in this way any community can get just what it
wants and what is fitted for it. A large increase of expendi-
tures upon some rural communities would be sheer waste of
Federal funds. The national experience in * pork-barrel” poli-
ties should give instances enough of this phase of the question.

4. Carried to its limit the idea of Federal control will work
out into a low-grade mass of teachers safeguarded by a minl-
mum wage, carried along by a pensioner's hope, and operated
by a time clock's “ off-and-on " movement, which must be de-
structive of real personal power.

Paternalism is fatal to real democracy, and in education more
than anywhere else it-will eat at the very root of our national
spirit and reduce us to a group without individualism or initia-
tive. Better an inadequate building with real “American ” boys
and girls than a * standard school " with truancy laws and every
boy outwitting the truant officer ; better a teacher with real love
for his work and interest in boys and girls than a *trained
expert” and cut-and-dried methods guaranteed to turn out
“graduates ™ (mostly famed for batting averages or beauty-
contest votes) ; better a community idea in education, even
though it fall a little below up-te-the-minute tests, than a servile
or snobbish aping of metropolitan * ideals.”

5. *“ Nationalistic™ ideas are not less subjeet to error than
local ones; and their weorst aspect is that If they do err,
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their harm is so much greater in that they hayve had the
wider application. And they are less easily corrected because
they must of necessity go through a formal routine of change,
whereas when a fault has been detected in a small and a local
unit the correction is a matter of little expenge and trouble and
time,

I'inally, In constructive matters, such as education and re-
ligion and art, there is litle need of control such as there must
be in destructive elements. Dynamite must be surrounded
with all sorts of precautionary measures, because it is latently
harmful. Bread does not need such laws. So industry may
need safeguarding because of inherent dangers; but education
is constructive, and, unless it partakes of theories inimical to
our national genius, it can always take care of itself. It should
e free—free even from being fostered by public grants if the
local community prefers its own method of development.

These are the notlons of a * common citizen " whose business
is education. They are no better and perhaps no worse than
any others; they are, it is believed, calculated for use in
America,

Very truly yours,
Epwarp D. DIMNENT.

The honorable the MEMBER OF CONGRESS FROM DELAWARE,

Washington, D, C., December 19, 1921.

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, JAMESTOWN COLLEGE,
Jamestown, N. Dak., December 16, 1921.
Hon. C. R. LayTox,
Member of Congress from Delaware, Washington, D. O.

My Desr Sik: The chief fear I have is the possibility of
political manipulation in education, such as we have discovered
in Germany. If would be better to have progress a little
slower than ultimate Federal domination. The States of the
Union have articulated beautifully and their responsibility
must be carefully guarded. Too much centralization may prove
expensive and disastrous, especially where a dominant spirit
is at the helm. Our State has been going through too much
centralization under a socialistic organization, and people are
too ready to think that all their ills can be solved by Federal
or centralized processes.

Very truly yours, B. H. Kroeze, President.

NorTHWESTERN COLLEGE,
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT,
Watertown, Wis., December 1}, 1921.

Hon. Caree R. LAYTON,
Member of Congress from Delaware.

Dear Sie: I have your letter of inquiry regarding the Smith-
Towner bill and other bills of similar character. I sincerely
hope that any bill placing education under a central authority
of the Government or creating a department of education will
be rejected by Congress. I am opposed to such bills for the
following reasons:

1. They would give a central authority the power to direct
the energies of the schools into such channels as that authority
should choose, to mold the policies of the schools, and to deter-
mine their character.

2. The education of the child should be left in the hands
and under the direct control of the parent of the child. The
child belongs to the parent and not to the State. The estab-
lishment of a central authority, however, would have the effect
of removing the control of the education of the child one more
step away from the parent. The tendency is already too much
toward bureancratic control and away from parental control.

3. It is the nature of a department to multiply its functions,
broaden its powers, and strengthen its authority in order to
prove its usefulness and justify its existence. If a department
of education did not completely control the education of the
Nation in the first few years of its existence, it would do so in
less than a decade after its establishment.

4, The effect of the proposed laws would be to deprive the
States and communities of initiative in matters regarding edu-
cation, The loss of the freedom to make their own decisions
would entall the further loss of the feeling of direct responsi-
bility for the effective education of their children and for
the moral and financial support of eduecation.

3. The: establishment of a Department of Education would
not solve the problem of financing education, If the schools
can ever be adequately financed under central Federal control,
they can be financed under the present system, for eventually
the money comes from identical sources. The Department of
Edueation would have no source of revenue that is not already
open to the schools. It would be more likely to lose the best
and moest ready source—the personal interest and feeling of

responsibility of the parent for the education of the child,
Moreover, a great part of the increased expenditure under the
new system would not inure directly or indirectly to the benefit
of the schools but would be used to support another army of
clerks af Washington.

6. Central control of education is undemocratic. It gives
a central authority the power to dictate what the Nation shall
think, what its ideals shall be or not be, how it may vote and
not vote. The history of the schools in Germany, Poland, and
other European countries, which for many years have had
central control of eduecation, shows how completely the thought
of a nation can be controlled by the power that controls the
schools. The clamor for central control seems to show that
we are in a fair way to adopt the autoecratic principles and
methods of European governments which but a year or two
ago were anathema. 3

I gather from your letter that you are not now in favor of
the pending education bills establishing control. If such is the
case I congratulate you, for I am convinced that you are right,
that you are upholding the cause of democracy, and that you
are doing a service to every father and mother in the land who
wants his children educated, not merely sent to school.

Respectfully yours,
H. E. KOEVALKE,
Bowpory CoLLEGE,
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT,
Brunswie>, Me., December 12, 1921,

My Dear Sir: I do not favor placing education under a cen-
tral authority of the Government any more than is done now.
I believe strongly in local responsibility for our schools. For
that reason I have always opposed the Smith-Towner bill, and
shall continue to oppose bills of that type. My reasons are as
follows :

1. It means inevitably the bringing of polities into our
school system. A secretary of education in the President's
Cabinet must necessarily be of the same political party as the
President, and there will be all sorts of pressure brought to
bear on this appointment. It does not seem to me that there Is
any analogy between a secretary of education and a secretary
of agriculture. From the very nature of the case proclama-
tions, soggestions, and advice from the secretary of education
would be carried into every public school in the country, and
there would be an inevitable bearing toward a bureaucratic
system of education. The argument that the office would not
have a political color seems to me without weight when one
considers the way In which our Government works. I have
seen enough of political influence in State governments to be
afraid of the sanfe thing being introduced into any Federal sys-
tem of education.

2. I believe that education should be looked after by the
different States. This country is so large and the population
is so great that to centralize in Washington authority and con-
trol over its school system would be to complicate matters un-
duly. I think, also, that by having the Government at Wash-
ington subsidize the States, if the secretary of education ap-
proved of the policies of the different State superintendents,
would be to take away responsibility from the State and at the
same time build up a great deal of centralized power in Wash-
ington.

There are other features of the bill to which I object; for
example, the sum of one hundred millions is pure hit or miss,
and a portion of the bill is very badly drawn, so as to give the
secretary of education very great power; but perhaps this will
at least start some discussion.

I am well aware that the bill is heartily favored by many
people who know much more about education than I do; but
in closing I desire to state that the bill was carefully studied
by the members of our faculty last fall, arguments for and
against the bill were considered, and the faculty by a tre-
mendous majority registered its disapproval of the bill

Yours very truly,
Kexnerm O. M. Sivus,

Hon. CAreB R. LAYTON,

House of Representatives, Washinglon,

UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN,
PrESIDENT'S OFFICE,
Ann Arbor, December 12, 1921,
Hon. CaLee R. LayTox,
Member of Congress [rom Delaware,

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.
My Dear Mgr. Layrox: President Burton asks me to say
in answer to your letter of December 9 that in his opinion

-
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it would be unfortunate to take the control of educational mat-
ters of the separate States and communities out of the hands
of these States and communities and place them under the
central authority of the Government. It would be, for example,
undesirable that the central control should have the authority
to dictate to any State or community the subjects or the
methods to be followed in the educating of the citizens of that
community.
Yours very gincerely,
Fravk E. RoBBINS,
Assistant to the Pregident.

—

UNIVERSITY OF SANTA CLARA,
PRESIDENT'S OFFICE,
Santa Clara, Calif., December 16, 1921,
Hon. CALEB LAYTON,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

My DeAr Mg. Layrox: I thank you for giving me the oppor-
tunity of expressing my opinion on the Sterling-Towner bill.

I am opposed to it for many reasons:

1. I consider it an ill-timed and gigantic plece of extrava-
gance, Any proposition, no matter how Innocuous in itself,
which propeses to bleed the people for an extra $100,500,000
and more annually in these days of unrest and distrust between
class and class, and of high cost of the necessaries of life, and
of high taxes, and of so much unemployment, is ill timed, is
unwise,

2. I am opposed to it also because it is against the spirit of
our system of government. The Federal Government is en-
croaching upon the government of the States. This is fatal.
Our Government will soon bring upon the people all the evils of
centralization.

I consider it a matter of the highest patriotism to oppose all
those bills that tend to amplify the power of the Federal Gov-
ernment over the States, even though they disguise their pur-
pose by the words “ to ald the States.”

The burden of proof must be against all extension whatever
in any direction of all Federal invasion into the rights of the
individual State. Many ignorant, though well-meaning up-
holders of these bills seem to think Just the opposite, that yeu
have to show cause why the States should not be interfered
with,

John Fiske well said: “ The progressive political career of
the American people will have come to an end on the day
when the people of the different parts of the country shall allow
their local affairs to be administered by prefects sent from
Washington.” ;

3. 1 am opposed to it, also, because the Federal Government
is not successful or eflicient in many of its newly acquired or
usurped funetions, It is a bungler in these matters. Why
does it not take care of its soldiers? They belong to it. The
post office is not such a wonderful success, neither did it manage
the railroads so wonderfully well.

4, T am opposed to it not because I do not esteem education,
but because I do value education and love it so muech. d
therefore education is not to be Prussianized, it must not be
throttled, it must not be put into the clutches of some dictator
in Washington, using his power for political propaganda. If
this is to be a free country, the Sterling-Towner bill and others
of that brood must be defeated. 1

Sincerely yours,
Z. J. MAHER.

WirsoN COLLEGE,
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT,
Chambersburg, Pa., December 19, 1921,
Hon. Cares R, LAYTON,
House of Representatives, Washington, D, O.

My Dear Mg, Layrox: Your letter was duly received, and I
am answering on a separate sheet your inqairy.

I am strongly opposed to the Smith-Towner bill and other
bills of a similar character. I am obl -ed to you for giving me
an opportunity of expressing my opinion on what I belleve to be
a very important subject. g

I have done some speaking during the last year on this mat-
ter, and in preparing for such work I haye been particularly
impressed by the statement of Dr. Arthur T. Hadley, former
president of Yale University, whick I did not see until I had
Tully formed m own opinion. Ia sure that I can add nothing
to what he has written. T feel sure his letter iz in your file.

Yours very truly,
E. D. WARFIELD.

LXIV 281

THE BMITH-TOWNER (TOWNER-STERLING) BILL,

I am opposed to this bill and to all similar bills for several
reasons which are entirely distinet but which have a cumu-
lative effect. Either of these reasons might not be sufficient
to counterbalance the advantages which are claimed for the
proposed legislation if it were free from the other objections.
Taken together they constitute an argument the weight of
which I am confident if carefully considered will be seen to be
sufficlent to make this legislation seem both unwise and un-
timely.

1. The first objection to the Smith-Towner bill that occurred
to me was not at all with reference to its relation to education
but with reference to its undesirability. At a time when the
country 18 carrying an enormous burden of taxation anything
that unnecessarily adds to the expenditures of government
and the burden of taxation is certainly unwise. This bill pro-
poses to appropriate an enormous sum of money for the crea-
tion of a department of education with a very extensive ad-
ministrative staff, and provides Federal aid for education
throughout the country. It is proposed to spend $100,000,000
a year. Of this great sum one-half is definitely assigned to
four purposes but without any definite indieation that the
amounts appropriated are needed or related to any known
needs.

Fifty million dollars in the broadest and most general terms
are assigned for the purpose of equalizing education through-
out the States. The vagueness of the appropriations of the
first half of the great sum of $100,000,000 is more than repro-
duced here. All that can be said for it is, give us $50,000,000
and we will find some way of spending it.

An official argument In favor of this expenditure is to the
effect that “ Congress now appropriates to the States about
$100,000,000 a year to promote the building of roads.” It is
easy to prepare on the basis of such argument an unlimited
schedule of expenditure,

Has not the time come for retrenchment and reduction of
needless expenditure and excessive taxation?

2. The second question that suggests itself s, Is there any
real need of a department of education with a secretary in the
President’s Cabinet? The Cabinet was originally planned as a
body of executive heads, under the immediate direction of the
President, embracing only a few major departments of govern-
ment. Subsequently the Cabinet became, as in all great States,
a body of statesmen advising with the President on the major
matters of government and directing, through experts in their
respective depariments, the growing business of government. A
government needs a small body of highly competent skatesmen
to direct its policy and to provide for the public welfare. The
qualifications of such men are not the same as those required
for bureau chiefs. The multiplication of members in all cases
has made cabinet government extremely difficult, and in a coun-
try llke ours, where the Government is directed by the Presi-
dent without a responsible Cabinet, it 1s particularly desirable
that the Cabinet advisers should not be so numerous as to ob-
struct the business of government by lack of cooperation.
Large cabinets tend to break up into cliques, which foster
jealousies and impede the administration of public affairs.

In recent years the number of Cabinet officers has been mate-
rially increased. It is certainly not desirable to contlnue this
increase indefinitely. It is especially unfortunate that the
Department of the Interior has been successlvely relieved of
important departments, diminishing the dignity of the Secre-
tary, who was intended to be of the same rank as in foreign
cabinets attaches to the secretary of state for home affairs.

It is especially to be noted that the head of the department
of education should rather be an expert chief of a burean than
an adviser on the great matters of state,

3. The educational argument agalnst the bill centers in the
fact that it represents what must ever be repugnant to a free
people occupying a vast territory—the concentration of educa-
tional influence and authority in a cenfral government. It is
alleged that this bill provides Federal aid but prohibits Fed-
eral control, but it specifically provides for the distribution
of $50,000,000 among the States under certain conditions, of
which the new department is to be the judge. The power of
the purse has everywhere succeeded to the power of the gword.
The beginning represented by this bill, great as it is, is no
measure of the end. We have escaped from a great experiment
in government which would have brought all the world in
subjection to **a beneficent autocrat.” There survives to-day
in the educational world many tendencies that were created by
the dominance of the Prussian idea of edueation. Nothing can
be more perilous to the free development of American educa- -
tion and scholarship than the dominance of a bureau.
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It is not too much to say that every experiment hitherto
made in the centralizing of education has resulted in injury to
popular education. It is easy to point out achievements which
are notable in the Prussian system. It is just as easy to point
ont injuries that have been far more extensive and ultimately
fatal to that freedom of thought, action, and faith which are
so dear to our great tradition. Germany was content to think
what Derlin thonght. May America never learn its lessons of
life from any official source!

. 4. The technical educational problem turns on the removal
of the center of anthority from the State government to the
National Government. This is greatly to be deplored. The
States are aroused as never before to meet the problems which
were et by the Great War. There is no State in the Union
which is ineapable of solving these problems. The particular
problem that is most often pressed is that of illiteracy. Where
it exists it is not for lack of ability to solve it but for the
will to take it seriously in hand. Expenditures have been un-
wisely scaled. Insufficient expenditure has been made on pri-
mary education. The weakness of the secondary school lies
in the failore of the primary school to do its work thoroughly.

One of the purposes most vaguely conceived in this legislation
is physical education. The revelation of the physical deficien-
cies of American youth made by the Great War is not so much a
criticism of the educational work of the school as of the gen-
eral intelligence of many communities. Formal edueation will
not correct this error until the public, especially the medical
public, has come to understand the ebligation of proper medical
inspection and local support is given those who are seeking to
improve public health,

3. The real issue in this bill is between those who advocate
the requirement of education by government according to a
sinzle standard and those who prefer to cultivate in many inde-
pendent centers a vigorous and varied eduecational activity.
Uniformity is set against vital unity in the pursuit of a common
goal.

“Communities will not eriticize educational work imposed upon
them from above with that intelligence which they will bestow
upon work done by themselves for their own advancement.
A great natienal educational department will only reproduce on
a much larger scale the weakness of many State organizations by
creating a large body of officials out of touch with the people
and the pupils of the country. The encouragement of an educa-
tional spirit which will find expression in local pride and loeal
performance is far more needed to-day than any top-heavy body
of highly paid officials, remote in place and still more in under-
standing from the great body of boys and girls who need to be
inspired, instructed, and trained to meet the varied requirements
of a highly eomplex civilization.

87, JorN’'s UNIVERSITY,
Collegevilie, Minn.,, December 23, 1921.
Hon. Cares R. LayTon,
House Member from Delaware, Washington, D. C.

HoxorABLE AND DEar Sir: Your letter regarding nationaliza-
tion of education was handed fo me for answer. I am distinetly
opposed to natlonalization of education, as expressed in the
various bills under consideration, for the following reasons :

L It increases taxation as a burden. The money for educa-
tion would flow through a central channel. The purpose of the
taxation producing it would be lost sight of and thus increase
the general discontent over taxation. Local taxation for direct
application to local needs would not have that result.

IL. Tt works for centralization and increases possibilities of
Federal inefficiency needlessly :

() Nationalization of education is contrary to our principles
of States rights and States activities. The diminishing of State
Jjurisdictions has already gone too far, with the resultant loss of
active and sincere public inferest in governmental actions and
legislation. Washington is too far away to be the one eenter of
public interest in a democratic people as large as ours.

(b) It will increase the possibilities of playing polities in
the sphere of education, and that with much less chance of
speedy redress or change than when that occurs in local com-
munities, It increases red tape, possibilities of money grafting,
efte., with greater chance of Immunity.

(¢) It increases the complexity of centralized bureaucratic
government, with resultant greater inefficiency in a large
country and possibilities of a blundering that is far-reaching
in its results.

I11. Nationalization of education destroys proper spirit and

_Initiative in the people at large and rests on a vicious mo-
tive of appeal.

(a) Backward countries are seemingly rewarded for their
inertia; while others suffer proportionately for their progres-

siveness. There is no proportion between merit and reward,
between effort and result.

(b) The remoter connection between education and taxa-
tion—complete taxation—makes education look too gratuitous.
It can be had without any effort—in reality, of course, this is

‘not so—to all appearances and will not be properly appreciated.

The value of education will come home to the people only if

‘they must consciously exert themselves in some way to achieve
the possibility of eduecation.

(¢) Educational institutions and systems springing up from
the soil and by local effort are a source of just local pride and
a strong community bond. This is not so if initiative and

effort or indirect compulsion come from the Federal Govern-

ment.
(d) The method of fostering education appeals to the money
sense of the backward people or to any other people wishing to
promote education. It appeals distinetly to the material in
order to work up a sense of spiritual or intellectual need. It
is like educating children by holding candy and fruits before
them continuously; a most pernicious educational principle. -
Sir, by all means let us spend more money on edueation. But
let us look for a close connection in place and time between the
money raised for that purpose and the results to be gained
from such money.
I am, yours very sincerely,

GEoORGETOWN UUNIVERSITY,
OFFICE OoF THE PRESIDENT,
Washington, D. €., December 13, 1921,

Virein G. MIicHEL.

The Hon, Careg R. LayToN,

House Office Building, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mg. Layron: In reply to your communication of
December 9, I beg to say that I am opposed to the Smith-
Towner bill and to other bills of similar character on the con-
gressional ealendar,

The main reason for my opposition is that there is no provi-
sion in the Constitution for placing in the Central Government
the control of education, and I think It is unwise to establish
such a monopoly. I shall have sent to you in a day or two a
pamphlet which contains more at length my views on the
subject.

Respectfully yours, J. B. CREEDEN.

Carson AnNp Newman CoOLLEGE,
OFFICE oF PRESIDENT,
Jefferson City, Tenn., December 13, 1921.
Mr. Cares H. Crayron, M, C.,
Washington, D, C.

Dear Sik: Your favor of December 9th to hand, and I am
frank to say that I am not in favor of placing education under
a ventral authority of the Government. * * *

# * & Tp my mind, the downfall of Germany and the great
World War can be traced to the fact that the entire school
system wis under the control of the State. An institution, as
well as an individual, does not feel free to criticize the hand
that feeds it. The German critics were given great liberty in
the field of theology, but had to be “ mum " on the question of
education. To my mind, -America comes nearer having the
ideal school plan of any nation, the private and public schools
being complementary of each other, * * *

Yours very truly,
Oscar E. Sams, President.

Tre CorLece oF THE Crry or NEw YORK,
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT,
December 18, 1921,
Hon. Carks R. LAYTON,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sin: Answering the specific question in your letter of
December 9, I will say that I am not in favor of placing educa-
tion under the cenfral authority of the Federal Government, but
that I believe it should continue to be administered and in the
main supported by the States and local ecommunities within
them. = . * =

The statement of these views almost carries with it the rea-
sons for them. A too highly centralized system of education
becomes remote from the people and can not engage their in-
terest as can a system which involves their cooperation in the
thousands of localities throughout the Nation. The very process
of securing support and a proper organization of education
from the people themselves is educative and of the highest
value, Moreover, it is impossible for the Government at Wash-
ington to adjust any educational scheme to the varying needs
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of our many local communities. Furthermore, our system,
everything considered, is probably at least as wholesome, I be-
lieve myself far more wholesome, than any other in operation
in any other nation, and certainly has borne fruits in an intel-
ligent and informed ecitizenship unsurpassed elsewhere. With
this record there is no good reason for departing from past
practice,
Very truly yours, y
S1pNEY Epwarp MEZES,
President.
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,
DEPARTMENT oF EDUCATION,
Columbia, December 13, 1921.
Hon. €. R. LayTox,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: Any tendency or influence which removes Govern-
ment from local responsibility and accountability is dangerous.
Centralization has already gone too far at Washington and
ought to be stopped. * *#

Yours respectfully,
J. E. SWEARINGEN,
State Superintendent of Education.
STATE oF FLORIDA,
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC IXSTRUCTION,
Tallahassee, December 14, 1921,
Hon. CaLes R, LAYTON,
Member of Congress from Delmicare,
. Washington, D, C.

My Dpar Sie: Your letter of December 9 received.

1 confess to you that I stand almost alone among the State
superintendents of public instruction in the United States (the
only other exception that I know of being Superintendent
Harris, of Louisiana) in not being enthusiastic over the pas-
sage of the Smith-Towner bill and kindred edueational meas-
ures pending before Congress. Though I stood entirely alone,
I would be false to myself unless I represented my own con-
vietions,

I will state that I am opposed to placing public eduecation
under the direction and control of the Federal Government.
I know it is disclaimed that there is any intention in pending
legislation to take education from under the control of State
and local authorities, but it has been the history of the General
Government in the past that wherever it places a dollar, it pro-
vides some authority to look after the dispesition of that dol-
lar and to seek to control its disposition. I believe it is
honestly the intention right now to make an appropriation
for education in the States and to leave it to the direction of
the States, but I confidently expect, as time moves on, to see
a gradually continnous encroachment on the State authorities
until, within less than half a century, the General Government
will be directing public education In this Republic just as in
the limited monarchies of Europe and elsewhere.

I have a fixed fear that party necessities will, sooner or
later, if the General Government takes over public education,
demand that no distinction be made in each individual school-
house on account of race, color, or previous condition. This
would mean absolute injury to the colored race and absolutely
destroy the efficiency of the public schools in many of the States
of this Union. The people of the South just will not mix with
the Negro race. If forced to do so, the schools will not pros-
per. I surmise that the same conditions will obtain in an in-
creasingly larger degree in many of the Western States.

Finally, public education has always been under the control
of the individual States and the United States has prospered
‘under this system. and I believe it would be best and safest to
let it remain under such control; I further believe that each
State is absolutely able to take care of public education within
its own bounds, and that public sentiment is intensifying in
behalf of greater support of public education in every State.
Each one is now vying with the other in trying to develop the
best educational status possible. The money to support the
public schools originally comes from the pockets of the people,
and if collected and used in the States, it will save the cost of
much overhead Federal Govermment supervision, Hence, T be-
lieve that a less per cent of the money actually contributed
to the support of public education in the United States will go
directly to the support of the schools under Federal collection
than if the funds were raised in each State and applied to its
own educational system.

The ahbove are my honest convictions.

Yours very truly,
¢ W. N. SHEATS,
. State Superiitendent.

BTATE OF KANSAS,
DEPARTMENT oF EDUcATION,
Topeka, January 3, 1922.
Hon. CAres R. LaYToN, :
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.

DEeAr Mr. LayroN: Yours of December 9 reached my desk a
few days ago, seemingly having been delayed some place along
the line. I thank you for your letter and for the interest which
you are taking in educational and other national matters. I
wish I might talk to you regarding these matters instead of
writing you, as it would take too lengthy a letter to give you a
proper idea of my view on the matter, After the little effort
Representative Arice M. RoBeEeTsoN made in the House of
Representatives that the people might have control of their -
own health regulations in their own communities, I wrote Miss
IloBERTSON on November 28, and as your question covers some-
thing similar, I am inclosing to you a copy of the letter which
I wrote Miss ROBERTSON.

To your specific question, I do not believe In placing educa-
tion under a central authority of the Government and taking it
out of the hands of the communities and the States. I do not
believe it is legal under the Constitution. It is not in keeping
with our form of government.

If any more of the States’ activities are taken over by the
Government and managed by various boards and commissions,
the United States will soon be in ag deplorable a condition as
Rome was at the time of its downfall. The people are not
benefited by centralized authority, but are hampered in every
way as a result of centralized authority; their taxes will in-
crease and their burdens become greater and greater. If we
can judge the future by the history of the past, such has been
the downfall of the nations in the past. I do not believe the
United States should change its constitutional policy and at this
late day pattern after nations whose downfall was caused by
such methods in government.

The only persons who seem to be benefited by centralized
government are the persons who administer that government
and their traveling boards, commissions, inspectors, and super-
visors, all of which increase the burden upon the people, who
must earn the wherewithal to pay for such a form of govern-
ment,

I will be in Washington, D. €., some time during the second
week of January and I shall be very glad to call upon you at
a time when we may have a little talk regarding these educa-
tional matters and other gsuch measures along the same line that
are now being presented to Congress. The secretary of the
National Educational Association has called a meeting for
Washington; D, €., on January 7. 'This meeting conflicts with
the National Vcn.‘atlonal Association, which meets in Kansas
City, Mo., on January 5, 6, and 7, which association I wish to
attend and am a directing member of its activities. I have
asked Mr, Magill to change the date of the Washington meeting
until January 10 or 11. However, if he does not do so I will
be in Washington, D. C, as soon as I can reach there after
caring for my duties In Kansas City.

Appreciating your inferest in these matters, I am, with best
wishes,

Sincerely. LorrAINE ELIZABETH WOOSTER,
State Superintendent.
STATE 0F KANgAS,
DEPARTMENT OF EDU@ATION,
Topeka, November 28, 1921.
Hon. Miss ALicE ROBERTSON,
House Office Building, Washington, D. (.

My Dear Cousiyn: I wish to congratulate you upon your
efforts to save the various States from having put upon them a
trust as it were and a board to look after maternity affairs,
Some women were very active in Kansas during the last legis-
lature in behalf of a nurse bill. They secured the passage of
the measure, and later on found they had just completed a
nurses’ trust by getting their bill passed.

Seward County, the home of Mrs. Minnie J. Grinstead. the
State representative who worked the hardest for this nurse bill
and whose ecounty employed a county nurse, secured their own
nnpleasant lesson first hand. They went to the expeuse of send-
ing their county nurse to St. Louis for the short course in train-
ing for nurses, and the body of nurses who had the course in
charge would not receive the little Kansas lady from Seward
County. She didn't quite meet their rules and regulations and
as the rules and regulations in their own opinion could not be
changed, the little lady had all the expense of going to 8t. Louis
and returning to Seward County without even a peep at the
august body who were giving nurse instruction. 1 give you this
as it is just one little sample of what these Federal bhoards do
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to the various States as soon as they have secured the power
for these boards. g

I had my experience first hand immediately upon coming into
this office. Kansas, as you know, is an agricultural State, and
the Federal Government gave us the Smith-Hughes Federal
Vocational Aect. Kansas was receiving aid for but 26 schools
when I eame into office, because the rules aud regulations of
the Federal hoard would not permit other schools to receive
this aid, although they were doing their best to comply with
the Federal board's rules and regulations. After some time
we did get changes in these rules and regulations, and the
next year I secured aid for 44 schools, This year I hope to
secure aid for 75 schools. ¥

I regret very much that the Federal Government is taking
friendly attitude toward these varfous State-aid measures. It
does not mean betterment for the States, In my opinion, but
does menn inefficient management. It means Federal positions
for many more people for every Federal beard that they create
to take charge of measures in the various States. It means
that these Federal boards will have their traveling propagan-
dists going out about the various States felling them what they
can do and what they can not do in order to get Federal aid to
match their own home State appropriations,

It looks to me just about as sensible as for a man who has
seven children and has the sense to earn the money to buy the
clothes for his seven children but not the sense to buy the
clothes, but would be willing to send the $40, if that were the
sum, to some man a hundred miles away and have this man buy
the clothes for his children without really any knowledge of
the children or the needs of the children, and he might wish
for his children two dresses for a pair of twins and a pair of
bhoots for his boy, and he might receive in return from this far-
off purchasing agent two pairs of boots for his twins and a
party dress for his boy, and with a string tied to both stating
to him that these children might wear these clothes only under
certain circumstances and after certain aets had been per-
formed by the father, and then only at certain times of the year,
ete, That is just about the way the various States are served
by these Federal boards.

I wish we had a Senate and House full of Miss RoBerTsoxs
in Washington, D. C., with voices that could extend to the va-
rious States and educate these innocent persons who are will-
ing to support and who do frantically support bills for Federal
aid, to be matched by State funds, thinking that they are
going to get something for nothing for the States, when in fact
every dollar that the Federal Government has has to be earned
and produced in the States and then sent to Washington, D. C,,
and when it comes back to us through a Federal beard it comes
hack not as much as we have sent, but less, and with a string
tied to it, and the States are not being benefited but are impos-
ing an unnecessary tax upon themselves, from which they are
becoming poorer instead of richer. Teo centralize government
and activity means narrowness and poverty and is un-American.
I do not helieve it is lawful according to the United States Con-
stitution for the Government to enter into any activity in eom-
petition with the States or its citizens.

I hope you will keep up your good fight to enlighten the
public and educate as many of your colleagues as possible.
When I ean be of any aid to you please call upon me and I
shall be giad te send you data from Kansas at any time I can
help you in any way.

With leve and best wishes, sincerely,
A LorraiNe E. WoOSTER,
State Superintendent.
STATE oF WEST VIRGINIA,
DeEPARTMENT oF EDUCATION,
Charleston, December 15, 1921,
Hon. Cares R. Layrox,
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sie: I have your letter dated December 9, requesting
my opinion in regard to the nationalization of education as
expressed in the Smith-Towner bill and other bills of similar
character new on the congressional calendar.

You state that the specific question you desire to have an-
swered is * Whether or not you favor placing education under
a central authority of the Government and taking it out of
the hands of the communities and the States.”

In replying to this permit me to state that I have not taken
the time to make a careful study of the various bills prepared
and presented to Congress relative to the creation of the office
?;f secretary of education and national aid for education in the
arares,

As the matter has been explained to me by the friends of
this movement, the intention is to secure aid for the States, a

secretary of education who shall collect the facts regarding
education in the States, and transmit this information to super-
intendents of public instruction in the various States. The
friends of these measures are very insistent and very plausible,

As an old-fashioned American citizen, and one who has de-
scended from long lines of men, all of whom have been loyal to
the National Government, and who have supported it in every
war that has been fought, from and including the French and
Indian War, on down to the present time, I wish to say that I
have not been favorably lmpressed by these proposals. I am
thoroughly in favor of the strong central Government endowed
with a sufficient power to conduct the national affairs of these
great United States,

I am not a State rights man in the sense of the Civil War
definition of that term. But I do believe very strongly that
the States will have reserved to them many and peculiar rights
which the National Government has no authority under the
Constitution to infringe upon.

I also believe that it is quite necessary that the local affairs
of the people shall be left in the hands of the people of the
locality which has the greatest interest in these local affairs,
and that the tendency to extend the authority of the United
States Government by stretching the powers given it under
the Constitution is dangerons to the peace of this country and
to the perpetuity of our Government.

The history of this country shows that whenever Congress
has extended the authority of Federal efficials they very quickly
begin to usurp the authority of local officials, and that the
General Government never has surrendered any power which
it has taken unto itself.

The eduecation of the children is a peculiarly local affair.
Harmless as the proposition to create a secretary of education
appears upon its faee, it is very clear to my mind that once
the position of secretary of education has been established, and
the policy of granting national aid under his supervision has
been entered upon, his office will immediately insist upon an
extension of powers, and will secure such extension from year
to year until it has usurped complete authority over the admin-
istration of education in the States.

Much as I should like to see the General Government of the
United States make a grant of meoney to the various States by
means of which educational opportunities as between the vari-
ous States might be equalized in a measure, I would net be
content to accept such assistance from the United States Gov-
ernment were it coupled by Federal control of the educational
system in my State.

As an 1llustration of what I mean by Federal interference
in local affairs I refer you to title 12 of the revenue act of
1918, Section 1200 of that act proposes a tax upon employers
of boys and girls beneath a certain age. Section 1203 provides
that exemption from tax shall be secured by the holding of a
certificate of age from the United States Government, provid-
ing that the United States Government may accept the certifi-
cate of the local State authorities.

There has just been in my office a representative from the
Treasury Department by the name of Miss Barbour, who has
been making an inspection of the State of West Virginia rela-
tive to the enforcement of this act, and who took it upon her-
self to visit our commissioner of labor and my office and pro-
ceed to instruct us as to the mannmer in which we, as elected
and appointed officers of the State of West Virginia, should
carry into effect the local laws of the State of West Virginia.
If this is done in a matter of comparatively small importance,
how much greater would it be done in a matter of so great
importance as the education of the entire body of children of
the United States.

At the risk of repetition, I wish to say again that I believe
it to be the part of a patriotic citizen to resist the undue
extension of Federal control of local affairs to the utmost limit
consistent with a view observant of the laws of the country.
You may record me as opposed to the creation of the office
of the secretary of education under any of the plans so far
proposed and, furthermore, as being opposed to the idea in all
its essential elements.

I am, very truly yours,
Georae M. Forp.

At this point I will insert a few letters from journalists who

oppose the creation of a department of education:
TaE GurrporT-Biroxt Darmy HEraLp,
Biloxi, Miss., Decomber 12, 1921,
Hon. Cares R. LayTon, M, C,
House of Representatives, Washington.

Dear Sir: Answering your inquiry of the 9th instant as to

whether I favor “placing education under a central authority
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of the Government” and “ taking it out of the hands of the
communities and the States,” I have no hesitation in saying no.
My reasons are that such a proposal, as well as all the bills
heretofore aimed at it, and the legislation thus far, are an
encroachment of the Federal Government on the constitutional
jurisdiction of the States, * * *
Yours ve—— truly,

Geo. P. MoxEY,
Editor the Daily Herald,
OrFIcE oF THE NEw HAvEN JoURNAL-COURIER,
New Haven, Conn., December 13, 1921.
Hon. Carre R. LayTon,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sme: I have your letter of December 9 asking me
whether I am in favor of placing the education of the country
under a central authority of the Government and taking it out
of the hands of the community and States.

I may answer most emphatically that I am opposed to any
such proposition, on two grounds in particular: First, that the
various States and communities are better able to judge of
their needs than a bureaun at Washington, and, second, because
the idea is thoroughly Prussian in spirit, if not in origin. * * *

Yery truly yours,
N. G. OsBORN.

THE EVANSVILLE JOURNAL,
December 12, 1921.
Hon. Cartes Ropxey Layrow, M. C,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Dear Si: Answering your letier of December 9 relating to
the ‘Smiifh-Towner bill and other measures of similar char-
acter now pending in Congress.

Any bill of sweeping powers with reference to the supervision
and financing of education, such as are ascribed to the Smith-
Towner bill, is open to serious guestion, however. There is
already too much of a tendency toward paternalism in this
country fostered by professional groups whose selfish interest
or unbalanced enthusiasm leads them astray.

Every step toward the retention of paternalistic enterprises
fathered and supported by the National Government tends to
rob States and local communities of much of their self-reliance.

Education should be as free from official and governmental
restraint as religion is, and in any proposal for the centraliza-
tion of educational authority, with a consequent unification of
ideas and methods for the whole country, the dangers might
outweigh any possible benefits,

Very truly yours, Earr MUsHLITZ,
Editor and General Manager.
THE StMmIT HERALD,
Suamit, N. J., December 12, 1921.
Hon, Cares R. LAYTON,
House of Represeniatives, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: In reply to your imquiry of the 9th instant would
say that * * * jp addition to unnecessary interference with
community and State affairs it would result in largely increased
Government expenses in order to provide jobs for a coterie of
office seekers who, many believe, are advoecates of the bills for
this particular purpose, rather than for the good which might
possibly acerue to the communities affected.

Very respectfully yours,
Joax W. CriFT.

McKeNDREE MOVEMENT,
Lebanon, I, December 22, 1921.
Representative Cares R. LaAvyTox,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: Replying to your inquiry relative to my opinion
in regard to the Smith-Towner bill, I would say that in the
first place I think it is a dangerous thing to center practically
entire control of all education in one man at Washington,
especially since the position would be a political one, subject
to the appointing powers of the President. * *

Yours truly,

G. E. McCaxinon, President.

REwo EvENIXG GAZETTE,
Reno, Nev., December 15, 1921.

Hon. Carer R. LAYTON,
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C.
Dear Sir: Replying to your inquiry of the 9th instant, we
advise yvou that in the opinion of this newspaper it would be
contrary to the principles of this Government to place “edu-

cation under a central authority ” and take “ it out of the hands
of the eommn.uiﬂes and of the States,” where it properly be-
longs, *= ¢
Truly yours,
GraHAM SANForRD, Manager.
THE NEw ORLEANS ITEM,
Neir Orleans, December 13, 1921.
Mr. Cares R. LayTon, M. C,,
United States House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C. .
Dear Sie: This is an answer to your inguiry of Deceiber 9.
You ask specifically whether or not I favor placing education
under the central authority of the Government and taking it out
of the hands of communities and States. I do not favor taking
education out of the hands of communities and of the States to
place it under the authority of the Government. * * *
With best wishes, very sineerely,
MARSHALL BALLARD.
THE BACRAMENTO BEE,
Sacramento, Calif., December 22, 1921.
Hon. Cares R. LAYTORN,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.

DeAr Sig: In answer to your request of November 9:

The Bee is strongly opposed to placing education under a
central authority of the Government. Editorially it has taken
its stand against the Smith-Towner bill in education, and the
Sheppard-Towner, or similarly named measures, in regard to
maternity.

The Bee holds that such matters are solely for State control
and not for cemtralized bureaucracy, which can know nothing
of local problems.

The financing scheme for these measures scems silly, for the
money paid eut of the Federal Treasury to the respective States
is distributed as if it were coined out of nothing, whereas it
can only be raised in the various States through that much in-
creased taxation. The result, therefore, is only that States,
through inereased Federal taxation, send their money to Wash-
ington, where it is filtered through various bureaus with a loss
proportionate to the number of heads and subheads and em-
ployees, and then handed back to the respective States without
the Federal Government having contributed a single benefit
that each State itself could not have done as well.

The fundamental objection against such a scheme is that it
overturns our whole theory of government, which reserves to
the States control over education and similar matters. I believe
that the State Board of Education in California can handle our
school system in this State far better on its own authority than
ander the suggestions and orders of a bureau in Washington,
which is too far away for intelligent understanding and eertain
to become so filled with red tape and useless officials that it will
be a sad drag rather than a help. * * #*

Yours very truly,
Carros K. McCLATRY.
THE DAY,
. New London, Conn., December 12, 1921.
Mr. Cavee R. LAYTON,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.

Dear Sig: Replying to your inquiry of December 9, I am not
in favor of the nationalization of education, as expressed in the
Smith-Towner bill and ether bills of similar character now
before Congress.

Respectfully,
THEODORE BODEN WEIN,

Nevapa Prixtize Co.,
Carson City, Nev., December 15, 1921,
Hon, C, R. LAayTON,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Bme: In reply te the specific question propounded in
your letter of December 9, “ whether or not you favor placing
education under a central authority of the Government,” permit
me to say that I am unalterably opposed to it. 1 believe that it
is a matter for eommunities—the States—to decide. They un-
derstand the conditions and know how te handle them in a
practical and not an academic way, as has the Government in so
many instances.

In my humble opinion there has already been teo much cen-
tralization, and if it continues, well, we can go back to history
to appreciate the results.

Yery truly yours, )
T. D. Vax DEVORT.
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MrwAUKEE HEROLD,
Milwaukee, December 15, 1021,
Hon, Carer LAyTON,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sme: In reply to your inquiry of December 9 relative
to our sentiments in regard to the Smith-Towner bill and simi-
lar proposals we beg to submit the following:

From the excellent means of information which a newspaper
such as the Milwaukee Herold affords we are convinced that a
large majority of the people of this section are distinctly op-
posed to the principle of “placing education under a central
authority of the Government and taking it out of the hands of
the communities and States,”

Respectfully, GusTay Haas,

Baxeor Pusrisaing Co.,
Bangor, Me., December 12, 1921.
Hon. Cates . LAYTON,
House of Representatives, Washington, D, C.

Deag Siz: Your favor of December 9 received. I do not ap-
prove of the Smith-Towner bill and other bills of similar na-
ture.

Yours truly,
Baxcor PusrisHING Co.,
J. N. Towre, Managing Editor.

The SourH BeExp Trisuxse,
South Bend, I'nd., December 12, 1921.
Hon, Carees LAyTON,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.

Dear Sm: We have your circular letter of December 9 re-
garding the Smith-Towner bill. In reply will say that a long
time ago the Tribune took a position against this bill, believing
it much better for education to be vested in the States,

Yery sincerely yours,
Sovure BExDp Trinuxe,
F. AL M

TaE NEws LEaber,
Richmond, Va., December 13, 1921,
Hon. Cares R, Layrox, :
Ilouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sik: Replying to your inquiry of December 9, I beg
to say that this newspaper does not “ favor placing education
under a central anthority of the Government and taking it out
of the hands of the communities and the States.” Altogether
apart from the disastrous efiect of such a measure upon the
fabric of the American Counstitution, it wounld, in operation,
destroy those distinctive features of education In the different
States that are now most useful in the development of a diversi-
find culture.

Yery truly yours,
D. T, Freeman, Editor,

THE COURIER,
Connellsville, Pa., December 138, 1921.

Hon. Cares R. Lavrox,
Washington, D. 0. :

Dear Sie: The very fact that the Smith-Towner bill, If en-
acted, would result In further centrallzation of governmental
authority is, in my judgment, sufficient reason why it should
be defeated. Applied to education, such centralization would
assume its most objectionable form.

The principle of * home rule” should be preserved as the
right of communities just as sacredly as the same principle
applied to religion.

Very truly yours, Joax L. Gans,
Managing Editor.
Tue CHIcAG0 DAILY JOURNAL,
December 31, 1921,
Hon. Cares R, LayToN,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Deax Sm: Replying to your inguiry of December 9, which
shounld have received attention some time ago, I desire to say
that the Journal is definitely opposed to “ placing education un-
der a central authority of the Government and taking it out
of the hands of communities and States.” The National Gov-
ernment is trying to do too many things now. For that reason
most of them are badly done,

Yours very truly, Joun C. EAsTMAN.

Yorwastows TELEGRAM,
Youngstown, Ohio, December 12, 1921.
Hon. 0. R. LayTon,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. .

Dear Bie: Replying to your circular letter of December 0,
would say that we are firmly of the opinion that the nationaliza-
tion of education, as contemplated in the Smith-Towner bill,
would be a serlous mistake, There is too much centralized
authority now and not enough of that policy which develops
individual initiative and self-dependence in the communities.

Yery truly yours,
THE YoUNGSTOWN TELEGRAM,
SAMUEL G. McCLURE,
Publisher,
Tae RocHESTER HErERALD,
December 1}, 1921,
Hon. Cares R. Lavrox,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. (.

Dear Sie: Replying to your circular letter of December 9,
inquiring whether I favor placing education under the central
authority of the Federal Government and taking it out of the
hands of the communitles and States, I am not in favor of
such action and should regard it as subversive of one of the
fundamental intents of the founders of our Government and
& dangerous infringement upon the rights and proper respon-
gibilities of local communities,

Yours very truly, Louls M. ANTISDALE.

OFFICE OF THE PoTTSVILLE DAILY REPUBLICAY,
Potisgville, Pa., December 15, 1921.
Carer R. LAYTON,
Alember of Congress from Delawars,
Washington, D. C-

My Dear CoxNGRESSMAN: Replying to yours of December 9, I
wish to place myself on record as opposed to centralizing the
administration in the National Government, I am opposed to
taking the educational authority out of the hands of the com-
munities and the States. This country is getting too much
paternalism, which makes the administration of the Govern-
ment too unwieldly, too costly, and too ineffective, and to put
the control of education in the hands of the National Govern-
ment it would mean that it would be more dominated by
polltics than at present,

Very truly yours, J. H, ZersEY.

THE DAILY BULLETIN,
Bloomington, I1l., Deceniber 13, 1921,
Hon. Cares LAYTON,
Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mr. Layrox: Our schools are an institution closesy
to the hearts of the people, for they deal with the young of the
land. For that reason they should he as closely identified with
the people’s management as possible.

I am Inclined to think that it is the consensus of opinion out
here that the schools be left as they are and not given that long-
distance direction that must result under the central anthority
of the Government.

I thank you for the letter.

Cordially, Jaxmes F. O'DOXNELL,

TaE CHICAGO DALY NEws.
December 13, 1921,
Mr. Cacer R. Layrox,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sie: Replying to your letter of December 9, permit ma
to say that the Dally News does not believe in placing edueation
under a central authority of the Federal Government and
taking it out of the hands of the States and the different com-
munities in those States. It particularly dislikes the policy
of entering upon a varied program of expense, which the tax-
payers have to foot, in order that the different States may be
led into levying taxation with which to match their respective
shares in these varied appropriations. The whole system, to
my thinking, is loose and unscientific and ealculated to pile
up heavy cost for special educational features that do not go
to the heart of the country’s actual educational needs. This
sort of congressional gift enterprise for the use and enjoy-
ment of State officials, to my thinking, should be entered upon,
if at all, only after the most thorough investigation by educa-
tional experts and others specially equipped to count the cost.

Very truly yours, C. H. Dexxis, Managing Editor.
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TrE JourNaL Printine Co.,
Racine,, Wis., December 18, 1021.
Carer LAYTON,
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sm: Answering yours of the 9th; we believe the matter
of edueation should not be centralized under the Government.
Yours truly,
'r® JourNArn PrinTiNg' Co.,
F. R. STARBUCK,
Secretary and Treasuren

AMERICAN, LEADING BOHEMIAN DALY,
Cleveland, Ohio, December 15, 1921,
Caree R. LAYTON,
Member of Congress; Washington, D. C.

Hoxorapre Sir: In reply to your inquiry of recent date, I
wish to herewith express my sentiment on the particular Smith-
Towner bill on nationalization of education.

It is our candid opinion that the sald matter of education

- should be left entirely under the jurisdiction of the State, in
order that less politics be played with this particular legislation,
Respectfully yours,
Franx J. Svogopy.
Ebrrorian, Rooams, NASHVILLE BANNER,
Nashville, Tenn., December 15, 1921.
Mr. Carer LAYTON,
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C.

DEAR Me. LayTox : The Banner would oppose policy of publie
education under centralized Government authority. It is hardly
necessary. to be specific,

Yours truly,
Ricaarp H. YANCEY,
LAFAYETTE JOURNAL AND Cou
Lafayette;, Ind., December 21, 1921,
Mr. Caves: R. LAyToN,
Hember of Congress: from Delaware,
- House of Representatives, Washington, D. Q.

DreAw Sm' Replying to your letter of December 9 regarding:
the' nationalization of education as' expressed in tlie- Smith-

., Towner bill and other bills of similar character now on the
" econgressional calendar, wish to submit the following:

Our- national® stability and' progress will' be better safe-
guarded by a great variety of educational institutions than by
a standardized form of education. Education should be de-
veloped to suit the needs of our different communities and
groups of peeple. This can not be accomplished when our edu-
cational system is administered by distant control. Distant
control has had very harmful effects upon: the morale of the
worker in industry. Will the worker in the idealistic profession
of teaching do his:or her best under a centralized and distant
supervision which of necessity must be machinelike and in-
flexible? Unless our teachers are given intelleciual freedom
and opportunity to work under'the most favorable circum-
stances, our schools will turn out men and women who lack
breadth of vision, thinking powers, and self-reliance.

As a matter of faet, even our present system of public educa-
tion has too much organization, centralization, and standardi-
zation. The factory system of education discourages the de-
velopment of initiative on the part of teachers and students,
emphasizes methods of instruction which follow a beaten. path,
and results in training very few men and women who are
self-directed and independent thinkers. Standardization of edu-
cation results in too much. textbook instruction and does not
aid in discovering and in developing the talents of the learner.
Our schools and colleges are now too nearly of the same type,
are usually too inflexible, are teaching too nearly the same
subjects, have the same standards of rating which are not
based upon the actual achievement of the learner, and are
not fully serving ﬂxe infinite talents of the American child
and youth. * *

Very truly yours.
Hexry W. MARsSHALL,
Editor and Publisher,

In conclusion permit me to epitomize the reasons why the
Sterling-Towner bill should not become a law—reasons which
in the main are substantial for all of the legislation enacted,
and for all of the legislation proposed, having a cognate bureau-
cratic and paternalistic character:

First., There is no necessity for this legislation, inasmuch as
illiteracy is declining and not increasing in the United States.
This is being achieved gradually and satisfactorily by commu-

‘nity and State efforts alone.

The census of 1920 puts:the aver-
age illiteracy in the United States at 6 per cent. It must not
be forgotten that this is maintained in spite of the constant in-
flow of ignorant and foreign: population.

Second. The bill is unnecessary because the people of the va-
rious States and communities expend now a sufficiently: enor-
mous: snm upon education for all rational purposes. It is not
true that education must be nationalized in order to.compel the
taxpayer: to raise sufficient money for: the purpeses of education.
The-State which I have the honor to represent has:a per capita
tax of §7.50 and expends more than 60 per cent of her entire
revenue for educational purposes. Massachusetts, a State dis-
tinguished for its. interest in edueation, has a per capita tax of
$10.61 only, notwithstanding the large yearly increase. in her
foreign population.

Third. The:bill would destroy loeal control of education, and:
therefore individual interest in school matters. Sooner or later

Federal control would encroach upon: the power of the people,

and exactly in propertion to this encroachment their own initia-
tive in school matters and their sense of personal responsibility
would decline, while their feeling. of powerlessness- to con-
tend against the national power would: create such a condition:
of ultimate- indifference as-to radically: affect: the character of
American citizenship. The framers of our Constitution sought
zealously' to impose- upon. the individual as clear sense of his
responsibility for: taxation and for expenditure as well, be-
cause they knew that upon these two things:hung all the peace,

‘the liberty; and.the prosperity of a people. Those great builders

of the past endeavored In every way to inculcate in the minds:
of the whole people a profound sense of individual responsi-:
bility in: all. matters affecting: the home, the communmity, and:
the. Commonwealth, in order to produce from: these schools:
citizens fit for national citizenship, and therefore fit to possess:
and to govern the Government, in order to aveid having -the:
Government: to possese and govern them.

Fourth. The plan would. rob the: people of the various States:

‘of their control over the.amount of taxation; asiwell as:deprive:

them of the power to expend it. This is very evident because
it: can be seen at a: glance that the people of the- State of
Delaware having only one Representative out: of 4385 in the
House, where all reyenue measures. are inaugurated, a com-
bination of States sufficient to constitute a bare majority. could.
impese, without their consent, a per capita tax, a real estate
tax, a graduated income tax, or a graduated inheritance tax
upon the Delaware taxpayer without the Delaware taxpayer:
having. any means of protection. whatever, except an appeal.
to the Supreme Court of the United States, where decisions are-
apt to run to popular favor rather than. to. a striet conserva-
tion of the constitutional compact.

Let me make a precise analysis. of this bill as far: as its
effects: upon the State of Delaware are concerned. Starting:
with an initial: tax of $100,000,000, this- bill. levies upon the
State of Delaware $391,448: Out of: this:sum Delaware would
get back only $193,838.46, thus losing $199,709.54: This-loss to:
Delaware would go to educate the children of other States, for
which in my judgment there is no authority under the covenant:
of the Constitution. Nor would this allotment to other: States:
necessarily go to educate the children of poor States; hecause:
under the provisions of the bill Iowa, the richest State in the:
Union per capita, and I may say the home State of Representa-
tive: TownNER, the author of this bill in the House, would get:
$2,273,214.16 more than Iowa would contribute to this $100-
000,000 appropriation. Let i¢ net be forgoiten in. this connec~
tion that every Federal allolment out of this $100,000,000 must:
be matched by an equal amount raised by State taxation, thus:
doubling in every case taration under the bill.

Fifth. Hven if the bill is to become a law, the appropriation
of $100,000,000 would be wholly inadequate, making hardly a
drop in the bucket for putting such a scheme-into proper: oper=
ation, seeing that the entire country spends billions for this
purpose now. ILet me emphasize again the argument of the:
propagandist of this measure who would lead you to believe
that the communities- and the States do net now, and will not,.
raise sufficient money for educational purposes. The truth is
the contrary. Inall the States and communities as much money
for edueational purposes is mow being ralsed as the taxpayers:

\can afford to pay. It 1s-a question if too much money is not:

being spent: for so-called educational purposes now, seeing how
it i3 spent. Let us not indulge: in the fond deluslon that the:
happiest people is one back-broken by taxation, or that inerdi-
nate taxation and erpenditure are" fair measurea of ' national
prosperity and progress..
Sixth. This and similar legislation -is whelly inopportune

‘because of the burdens of taxation which tlie late war has im-

posed.,




4444 CONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—IIOUSLE. FEBRUARY 23,

Seventh. The plan would produce uniformity in educatiom,
which some think to be beautifully desirable. This is another
of the foolish ideas of people who do not think but simply
dream. In all of His grand planning of creation the Great
Maker of all things reveals everywhere His splendid purpose
of diversification. He made the United States partly tropleal,
partly polar, partly temperate. He made it also of valleys and
wide and endless plains; of mountalns and hills; He made it
of rivers and of great lakes and surging oceans. He made the
very fruits and plants that grow to accord in character with
their environment, This idea of uniformity is the dream of the
man and the woman who falls down and worships the Prus-
sian idea of diseipline and eduecation, which would take out of
the liearts and the souls of the citizens of the country that fine
spirit of diversified interest, of diversified visions, of diversified
purposes which constitute the charm and strength of our na-
tional character. The inspiration of such people—umfortu-
pately In our midst—is due fo a lack of confidence in repre-
senfative democracy. They do not believe that the people are
fit to be trusted with their own affairs. Gentlemen of the
House, we want no Germanism in the United States to make
automata of our citizenry. We want no Madam Kollontais to
Bolshevise American womanhood. We want no Marxian philos-
ophies to supplant our American Constitution by socialism
and communism. Without, however, an eternal vigilance all
these things will shortly subvert and supplant our present in-
estimable Institutions.

Eighth. The plan would ine\rl[‘sbl_v lead to political involve-
ment, The secretary of education would necessarily be a
political appointee. The office would be subject to the same
political influences of party, of faction, of class, of race. and
of religion to a far greater degree than any other Cabinet ap-
pointment. The school-teachers of the land would sooner or
later constitute a political bloc, just as you see the organized
iabor bLloe, the agricultural bloe, the soldiers’ bonus bloe, the
maternity bloe, and a multitude of other bloes, all tending to
destroy the spirit of our fine nationality.

Ninth. The plan would invite, and undoubtedly provoke, a
religious controversy by Interfering with the paroehial schools
of various religious faiths, against the very provisions of the
Constitution which guarantee the freedom of religious faith
and worship.

Tenth. The plan is undemocratic. Tt 1s essentially burean-
cratie, not to say paternalistic, and purely communistle, in that
it assumes the right to tax the taxpayer of one State for the
community and State purposes of other States. The plan s
not drawn from American thought or American necessity, nor
from the purposes of the founders of this Government so
plainly revealed in the compact of the Federal Constitution of
1780. It is borrowed from Bismarck of Germany and those
who succeeded him, whose purpose was to put the heart and
the soul, stamping them with the same stamp, molding them in
jackets, stamping themn with the same stamp, molding them in
the same mold, so that the junker element might the more
easily prosecute their scheme of world-wide dominion by using
people taught to obey, and not to think, We do not want in
this country every boy and girl from Maine to Florida and
from Texas to Alaska branded like a Uneeda biscuit. We
want the free thought of Maine, and the free thought of
Florida, in fact, the free thought of the whole country accord-
ing to the environment of the various States. We got the “flu”
from Europe that destroyed our bodies. In the name of sound
wisdom and good sense, let us avoid intellectual contaminations
from the same source—contaminations far more deadly because
they would destroy the soul of America, whereas the “flu"
destroyed only a few thousand bodies.

Education In a country like ours, based as it is upon constitu-
tional representative democracy, is essentially and inseparably
a home and a community matter, wherein the children helong
to the parents and not to the State, much less to the Govern-
ment of the United States. This ownership of children by the
State, this State wardship over them, is essentially and emi-
nently a socialistic and Bolshevistic doctrine. It should have no
place in the creed of American citizenship. To admit such a
proposition is to destroy the very foundation of all that 1s the
finest in our civilization. To take away the feeling of responsl-
bility for the child on the part of its father and mother and
transfer that responsibility to a Government bureau in Wash-
ington, operating through a paid Government agent, would de-
moriulize the people by destroying the very bonds of fatherhood
and motherhood, and therefore destroy the home upon which
essentially this Government is founded. I say it would be far
better to have the children of the United States untaught and
illiterate rather than to have the child belong to the State and

the mother under official control, because, while you would have
more illiterate men and woimnen, you would =till have free men
and women, and you would have the home, which is the sanc-
tuary of them both.

Eleventh, The plan is plainly unconstitutional and in clear
conflict with the reserved rights of the States under our national

people, their seif-dependence, their sense of initiative and per-
sonal responsibility for self-government, and fransform them
more and more into dependents upon the Federal Government,
thus killing the spirit of democracy,

Twelfth. The provisions of the bill and the proposed allot-

uneconomiecal, wasteful, and extravagant. Inevitably collec-
tions of taxes for the purposes of the bill would be made by Fed-
eral agents; the amount would be determined by a Congress in
which any State may be at the mercy of a majority of Congress,
rather than safeguarded by the coustitutional covenant; and,
finally, there would be no voice but a Federal voice in the e
penditure of the people’s money. All of these facts are incon-
sistent with constitutional liberty.

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, permit me to add
a last word of warning. In the light of your oaths of office
consider what has been done in the way of plain assaults upon
constitutional government within the short period bf 10 years.
INMuminated by such a reflection, let me beg vou to consider the
future. Having viewed carefully the socialistic legislation al-
ready enacted, take the two calendars of Congress and ohserve
what is proposed for the future in order to extend and cow
plete the socialistic legislation already enacted.

If you will do this you can not escape the conclusion that a
vast, comprehensive, and insidious scheme for the nationaliza-
tion of all the activities of American citizenship is contemplated.
The purpose is not ounly the nafionalization of education but of
mediecine, so that a department of public welfare shall control
not only the mental but the physical being of our people—super-
vising and controlling the expectanf mother, the new-born babe,
the youth in school and upon the playground, even old age
itself—a Federal control from birth to death. All of this is
purposed by those who distrust the ability of the people to
govern themselves, and who believe in this widespread scheme
to secare habifs of obedience among the people through the dis-
cipline of Federal supervision.

Gentlemen, the moment such a plan is put into practice our
Covernnient is doomed, and civilization in the United States
will be in the throes of utfer chaos,

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The motlon was agreed to,

Accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 32 minutes p. m.) the House
adjourned until Saturday, February 24, 1923, at 12 o'clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows:

1019. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation
for the Treasury Department for the fiscal year ending .June
30, 1928, to provide for the erection of additional suitable and
necessary buildings for the National Leper Home at Carville,
La., as authorized by the act approved February 20, 1923
(Public, No. 430), $650,000 (H. Doc. No. 599) ; to the Commit-
tee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

1020, A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation
for the Department of the Interior for the fiscal yvear ending
June 30, 1923, for reclamation investigations, $273,000 (H. Duoc.
No. 600) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to
be printed.

1021. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a list of 30 marine hospitals and quarantine stations re-
quiring additional facilities, new construction, or improve-
ments; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

1022, A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriations
to provide additional compensation for certain eivillan em-
ployees of the Governments of the United States and the Dis-
trict of Columbla during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924,
$38,421,903 (H. Doc. No. 601) ; to the Committee on Appropria-

tions and ordered to be printed.

organie law. If put into effect it will destroy the liberty of the .

ment to the States is not only unfair but the whole plan is’
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. BOIES: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 14272. A
bill to amend section 81 of the act entitled “An act to codify,
revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved
March 8, 1911 ; without amendment (Rept. No. 1692). Referred
to the House Calendar.

Mr. DEMPSEY : Committee on Rivers and Harbors. S. 8968,
An act to improve the navigability of waters of the United
States by preventing oil pollution thereof; with an amendment
(Rept. No. 1603). Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. FOSTER : Committee on the Judiciary., H. J. Res. 458,
A joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution
of the United States; without amendment (Rept. No. 1694).
Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. FESS: Committee on the Library. 8. J. Res. 240, A
joint resolution authorizing the erection, on public grounds, of
a memorial to the late Joseph J. _Darlington; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 1695). Referred to the Committee of the
Wiliole House on the state of the Union.

My, ZIHLMAN: Committee on the District of Columblia.
H. R. 14372. A bill providing for charges against the general
fund standing to the credit of the District of Columbia in the
Federal Treasury; without amendment (Rept. No. 1698). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Tnder clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr, McKENZIE: A bill (H. R. 14418) to provide for the
return to the States of Georgia and Tennessee of the approach
roads in the said States leading to the Chickamauga and Chat-
tanooga National Military Park, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SCHALL: A bill (H. R. 14417) to assist by loans
any person holding an honorable discharge from the milltary
forces of the United States of American during the World War;

By Mr. CHINDBLOM : A bill (H. R, 14418) declaring a por-
tion of the west fork of the South Branch of the Chicago River
in Cook County, IlL, to be a nonnavigable stream; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Forelgn Commerce.

By Mr, STEENERSON : A resolution (H. Res. 5565) of Inquiry
regarding Galena, Ill., plus freight charges on butter tubs; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: Memorial of the Legislature
of the State of Wisconsin petitioning Congress to enact legisla-
tion relating to forest produects; to the Committee on Agricul-
ture.

By Mr, CULLEN: Memorial of the Legislature of the State
of Oregon, petitioning the Senate and House of Representatives
of the United States to so amend the Federal grain standards
act that the Bureau of Markets shall have the authority to pre-
scribe discounts of differentials similar to those prescribed in
gection 12 of the Oregon grain inspection law ; to the Committee
1 Agrienlture,

By Mr. HAWLEY : Memori 1 of the Legislature of the State
of Oregon, urging Congress to amend the Federal graln stand-
ards act; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial of the Legislature
of the State of Wisconsin, urging Congress to enact such legis-
lation as may be necessary to provide a vigorous and complete
forest poliey ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and Bevemlgly referred as follows:

By Mr. FOCHT : A bill (H. R. 14419) for the relief of Arthur
Cowsill, admInistrator; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr, SNELL: A bill (H. R, 14420) granting a pension to
Elizabeth Gonier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14421) granting a pension to Addie Grat-
ton: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TEN WYCK: A bill (H. R. 14422) authorizing the
accounting officers of the General Accounting Office to settle
the accounts of C, M. Omohundro; to the Committee on Claims,

PETITIONS, ETC.
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were lald
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:
7399. By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of American
Assoclation of Engineers, Chicago, Ill, urging immediate trlal

of men indicted for defrauding the Government : to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary. L

7400, Also (by request), petition of Round Valley Chamber
of Commerce, Springerville, Ariz., indorsing Senate memorial
No. 1 of the State Legislature of Arizona; to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

T401. Also (by request), petition of South Side Ebell Club
Los Angeles, Calif.,, expressing regret over the conditions thak
have been brought to bear upon the Volean Indians of Cali-
fornia ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

7402. By Mr. ANSORGE: Petition of the Woman's Republi-
can Club, New York Clty, urging an amendment to the Constitu-
tion prohibiting the labor of children; to the Committee on
the Judiciary,

7403, By Mr. BRIGGS: Petltion ¢f Mr. D. K. Smith, Crock-
ett, Tex., and other slgners, in support of the Norris-Sinclalr
bill; to the Committee on Agriculture,

T405. By Mr. CAREW : Petition of Alfred E. Smith, Governor
of New York, urging that the national banking act be amended ;
to the Committee on Baunking and Currency,

7406. By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of Gov. Alfred H. Smith,
of New York, urging Congress to permit the State to valldate
prior taxes on national-bank shares; to the Committes on
Banking and Currency.

T407. By Mr, HOGAN : Petition of United Singers, of Brook-
Iyn, N. Y,, condemning any act menacing peace and causing
economic disturbances, and asking Congress to condemn acts
of France in invading Germany; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

T408. By Mr. KISSEL: Petitlon of General Lafayette Police
Post, No. 460, American Leglon, New York City, favoring the ean-
actment of Senate bill 1565 providing for the retirement of dis-
abled emergency officers; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

7409, Also, petition of the Merchants’ Assoclation of New
York, N. Y., favoring negotiations with foreign governments in
order to bring about reciprocal modifications of existing pass:
port regulations and fees: to the Committee on Foreign AfMairs.

T410. Also, petition of Alfred E. Smith, Governor of the
State of New York, favoring an amendment to the national
banking act; to the Committee on Banking and Currency,

7411. By My. LINTHICUM : Petition of Brotherhood of Rail-
way and Steamship Clerks, of Baltimore, asking for proper
prosecution of mob outrages in Harrison, Ark.: to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

T412. Also, petition of Burt Manufacturing Co., of Baltimora,
favoring Sterling-Lehlbach bill on salaries for Patent Office; to
the Committee on Patents,

T413. Also, petition of Gans Bros., Baltimore, favoring the
Swing-Johnson bill; to the Committee on Flood Control.

T414. Also, petitlon of Gilbert Bros. & Co., of Baltlmore, pro-
testing against the Wood-Ernst bill; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

T415. Also, titlon of the Merchants and Manufacturers'
Association oFeBaitimore. favoring Senate bill 4399, fixing
standards for hampers, round stave baskets, etc.; to the Com-
mittee on Coinage, Welghts, and Measures.

T416. Also, petition of F. Nollenberger, secretary Schley
Unit, No. 37, of Baltlmore, favoring resolution of Mr. Newrton

| of Minnesota to relieve famine districts of Europe; to the Com-
| mittee on Forelgn Affairs.

T417. By Mr. PATTERSON of New Jersey: Petition of Pride
of Diamond Council, No. 114, Sons and Daughters of Liberty,
Swedesboro, N. J., indorsing restricted immigration; to the

7418. By Mr. RIORDAN: Petition of Gov. Alfred E.
Smith, of New York, recommending that the national banking
act be amended; to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

7419. By Mr. ROSSDALH: Petition of citizens of New York,
indorsing resolution purporting to extend Immediate aid to
the people of the German and Austrian Republies; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

7420. By Mr. ROUSE: Petition of 261 citizens of Campbell
County, Ky., protesting against the enactment of any legisla-
tion toward the change of the present immigration laws that
will permit admisslon of aliens other than provided by present
law; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturallzation.

7421. By Mr. STEENERSON : Petition of C. G. Mattson et al,,
Thief River Falls, Minn., to abolish diseriminatory tax on
small-arms ammunition and firearms; to the Committes on
Ways and Means.

T422. Also, petition of Clarence I, Wallin et al., Argyle, Minn.,
to abolish discriminatory tax on small-arms ammunition and
firearms; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

| Committee on Immligration and Naturalization.
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